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ernment, but who sought to get an office and did 

not succeed. If L were permitted to read an ex- 

tract from the nnn report of the distinguished 

ontieman from Alabama, with regard to the 

President’s protest, | think the House and the 
country would declare that the whole matter was 
perfectly, rotten. In arguing on the propriety of 
such an investigation as this, the gentleman from 
Alnbama says that the witnesses would be merely 
disappointec office-seckers — men bankrupt in 
character and bankrupt in puree. seeking an op- 
portunity to vent their spleen against all those 
persons about the Administration with whom 
they are dissatisfied. Such has proved to be the 
fact. The witnesses before the committee have 
been, with very few exceptions, either persons 
who have been turned out of office for malfeas- 
ance, or persons who sought to get into office and 
could not; adventurers, speculators, strikers, and 
confidence men; and about a number of them I 
might say, with as much truth as Falstaff said 
of his regiment, that there was nota whole shirt 
and a half among the whole forty of them. 

Mr. Speaker, f am admonished b the feeble 
state of my health that I have been Dine myself 
injustice to say even this much; but I could not 
ermitmyself, in justice to the persons with whom 
am acting, to say less. I think that my appli- 
cation for these witnesses should be granted. The 
persons who vote to refuse it will, 1 think, brand 
themselves throughout the country with some de- 
gree of suspicion as having gone into the matter 
not with a pure purpose to expose corruption, 
but wreak their spleen And vengeance on the Ad- 
ministration. I move, therefore, that the Speaker 
be instructed to issue his subpena for the wit- 
nesses named in the record. 

Mr. COVODE. Itis proper, Mr. Speaker, that 

{ should give an explanation of this matter, as to 
how it was that we came to turn our attention ex- 
clusively to officers of the Government. In the 
early stages of this investigation the case of Mr. 
Schell and the New York hotel contributions was 
brought before the committee. Mr. Schell de- 
clined to answer, on the ground that there were 
private contributions to that faund—the contribn- 
lions of private citizens, who had no connection 
with the Government. The case was reported to 
the House, and was recommitted to the commit- 
tee. The committee has taken no action upon it 
since; but from that time to this, they have given 
ap the right to investigate any case except where 
the parties concerned were Government officers 
or connected with the Government; and I have 
been careful, in subpenaing witnesses, to find out 
whether they were employés of the Government 
or had knowledge with regard to officers of the 
Government. My colleague on the committee 
(Mr. Winstow] asks to subpena certain wit- 
nesses, giving a list of thirty or forty of them in 
one little neighborhood; and I stated to him that 
| was always ready to send for one, two, or three 
witnesses, to see whether there was anything in 
their testimony; butthat I was opposed to putting 
the Government to these enormous expenses, of 
which | was to carry the load. 

| asked my colleague to say whether any of 
these witnesses whom he wished to subpena had 
any connection with the Government; and he 
never informed me of it. I told him, in the case 
of the Philadelphia witnesses, that 1 was willing 
to send for ofe, two, three, or any reasonable 
number of witnesses, but that I would not put the 
Government to this enormous expense. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a reason why we have 
not sent for many of these witnesses. The com- 
mittee was raised on the 5th of March, and up 
to yesterday, we have never been able to get a 
dollar for expenses, notwithstanding the House 
did pass a resolution appropriating money for the 
purpose. The power of the Government was, in 
some way or other, brought to bear to defeat us; 
and up to yesterday we never gota dollar to send 
for witnesses that 1 did not take out of my own 
piace I think J told the gentleman from North 

arolina that if he would shell out money to send 
for witnesses I was ready to subpena them. I 
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have told the gentleman, over and over again, 
and told him this morning, that I was ready to 
send for any reasonable number of witnesses. | 
do not know how the case came to be brought to 
the House. There was no action upon it in the 
committee. I have guite a number of cases of 
importance to aly the House; but, on 
consultation with my friends, I thought it better 
not to occupy the time of the House with them. 
According to my impression, Government officers | 
have been going to Pucope to get away from this | 
** Covode committee.”? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Who were these Govern- 
ment officers ? 

Mr. COVODE Iwill send upa letter to be 
read at the Clerk’s desk. Il was informed, by 
letter, that Mr. Hart, the surveyor of the port of 
New York, had left the country after the com- 
mittee was raised. Some said, on a mission for | 
the Government; others, to get a fortune left him 
by a Dutch girl. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. COVODE. Let me go on. You will have 
an opportunity presently. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I thought it was || 
about time to arrest the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania. He has gone to Europe. 
mit me? 

Mr. COVODE. He is back again. [Laughter.] 
After the gentleman left, a letter was written to | 
that gentleman, Mr. Hart, by another gentleman, 
Mr. Dunham. ' I intended a while ago to report 
the case to the House; but I will ask to have the 





Will you per- | 


|| Pennsylvania. 


letter read, as the foundation of some future re- || 


marks. | 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: | 


Brooxktyn, I], a. m. 

Dear Harr :—Your favor is at hand. Your determina- 
tion to sail by Fulton astonishes me. The step will excite 
suspicion; but better endure that, [ suppose, than “ face 
the music.’? I will follow by the 26th proximo. Go to Mor- 
ley’s, Trafalgar square. Bear my love to Sanders and Cob- | 
bett. 

Give yourself no uneasiness on account of the letters. | 
They will be taken care of. The part I have played has | 
been seemingly so humble and insignificant that no one | 
would think of calling me before the reformers. 
there be any danger, Dan will post me in time to enable | 
me to take a short trip for my health. 

Shalt I write you at Morley’s, or where ? 


Should || 


i| 
A pleasant voyage to you, and contusion to Covode & 1] 


Co., is the wish of your friend, 


Mr. BOCOCK. 
hold of that letter. 
Mr. COVODE. 

you will only keep quiet. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman let me 


CHAS. A. DUNHAM, | 
| 
ask him a question ? | 
| 
| 
| 


How did the gentleman get 
3y robbing the mail? 
I will show you just how, if | 


Mr.COVODE. Mr.Speaker, thisletter dropped 
into the hands of a gentleman, who inclosed it to 
me with an intimation of where I would find the 
writer, and that he was about to sail for Europe. 
I sent a subpena immediately, without giving any 
notice even to the committee, to New York, to | 
bring that witness, Mr. Dunham, before the com- | 
mitte to explain that letter. The officer who | 
served the subpena is here. He has made his re- | 
turn. He stated that Mr. Dunham was perfectly | 
ready and willing to come immediately with him, | 
but he said that he had to go to the court-house, 
where he was subpenaed; that he would have no 
difficulty in getting off, and that he would meet 
the officer on the train, and would come on to | 
Washington. My embassador returned with this | 
information, aug hter, | and was astonished to 
find that Mr, Dunham was not here. I have been 
trying to get Mr. Dunham here at different times 
since; and, for fear there might be some trick in 
that letter—you do not catch this old coon very 
easily, (laughter|—I got a letter from Mr. Dun- 
ham, which I ask the Clerk to read, and to com- 
re the handwriting with that of the other letter. 
The Clerk (who stated that the handwriting 
was the same as that of the last letter read) read, 
as follows: 


New York, May 9, 1860. 
Sin: Several weeks ago, | was served with a summons 
of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, requiring 
my presence forthwith, before an investigating commuttee 
of which you are chairmaa, . ’ 


New Senries..... No. 160. 


Important professional engagements prevented my obe- 
dience to the summons immeciately ; aud after a couple of 
days I was taken ill, and rendered unfit for a journey. Af 
ter the lapse of a fortnight, [ wrote you, asking if it was 
still desired that I should appear before your committee, 
but I have received no answer from you on the subject. 


| therefore take the liberty to make the same inquiry again. 


Do you require my attendance pursuant to the summons ? 
Had the summons been regularly served, 1 should feel 
bound, even after this delay, tw present myself before your 
committee without first hearing from you. 

Will you have the kindness to answer, at your earfiest 
convenience, und oblige your obedient servant, 

CHAS. A. DUNHAM, 
New York, N. ¥. 

Hon. Joun Covope, Washington. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Speaker, since I have re- 
ceived that letter | have made two or three efforts 
to get this gentleman to come here, and he never 
came. 

This is a case which I might have brought be- 


| fore the House long ago; but I did not want to 


occupy the ume of the House with this commit- 
tee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from North 
Carolina, in the report which he has made—I do 
not know exactly oe it got before the House— 
refers to the use of money in some districts of 
1 have stated that I have never 
refused to send for a few witnesses. I knew very 
well that if I ran the expenses of this committee 


|| up to an enormous amount 1 would have the load 


to carry. I was willing to send for one, two, or 


| three witnesses, to prove specific charges, I never 
| refused to do that. 


I do not summon many wil- 
nesses for the purpose of establishing any charge. 
Now, the gentleman from North Carolina said 
something with regard to the district which 1 hap- 
pen to represent; and if it is proper to refer to the 
testimony taken, as he has done, I will state that 
we have already evidence that money has been 
furnished direct from Washington to the present 
Democratic candidate for Governor in Pennsyl- 
vania—the man who ran against me two years 
ago—by Mr. Wendell here. We also had it mi 
evidence yesterday that a telegraphic dispatch, 
which happened to go round as this letter did 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not think the 





entle- 
|, Man ought to communicate matters that ae place 


in committee. [Cries of ** Let it out.’’ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the gentle- 
man will not be interrupted. 

Mr. TAPPAN sought the floor. 

Mr. COVODE. I have not given up the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I suppose the gentleman 
from New Hampshire desires to move that we 
proceed to the regular order of business. I hope 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be per- 
mitted to proceed, because itis very important that 
we should understand how this matter is, before 
we are called upon to vote on the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. The gentleman 
trom Pennsylvania has very clearly shown that 
it is very hard to catch him. In that I concur 
fully; because, when the gentleman from North 
Carolina says that he is in pursuit of meney ex- 
pended in the gentleman ’s district, he comes in, 
and defends himself by saying that somebody 
else has done worse, and has gone to Europe. 
[Cries of ** Order!”’ ** Order !’’] 

Mr. COVODE. I do not think that belongs 
properly to this discussion, and I see no reason 
for bringing this matter before the House. I have 
stated in the committee, before every member of 
the committee, that | was willing to send for a 
reasonable number of witnesses to establish any- 
thing; and, while I say that, let me add, that we 
have not sent for a single witness, and are not 
sending for any, without a knowledge first that 
they are immediately connected with the Govern- 
ment, or can give information with regard to such. 
When we have testimony brought before us that 
&@ witness can prove this, that, and the other, the 
first thing I do is to ask if the man is connected 
with the Government, and if he is not, I do not 
offer to send for him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ think itis proper for the 
metabers of the House¢ to know that my colleague, 
Mr. Scranton, has left Washington on account 
of protracted indisposition; he 1s not here, and 
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has not been for some days. I think it right, 
also, to say for him, representing, as I do, a dis- 
trict adjoining his own, and knowing him well, 
that his honor and integrity never have been, and 
never can be, and never will be, called in ques- 
tion by those who have any acquaintance with 
him and regard for themselves. If he were here, 
he would court the fullest and broadest investiga- 
tion. If, then, members of the House think that 
there is anything in the report which has been 
read at the Clerk’s desk—one scintilla of proba- 
bility or shade of plausibility that calls in __ 
tion the honor, character, and integrity of my 
friend and colleague, Colone] Scranron—and I 
am proud to call him my friend—let the gentle- 
man ** go ahead.’’ 





—— 
a eS ea 


no objection. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think, in justice to Mr. 
Scranton and myself, | ought to say, at this 
point, that I stated, as the gentleman from Penn- 


[ trust the broadest investiga- | 
tion will be had, and that our friends will interpose | 


et —— 





the floor to him. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ei unless the gentle- 


North Carolina has done him injustice, I yield | down at the Clerk’s desk, 


' man from Massachusetts has the floor. 


sylvania will remember, that | made no charge | 


against Mr. Scranton. These were charges 
brought to me from what I understood to be a re- 
liable source. I would not have mentioned his 


name in the House, but the action of his friends | 


on the committee compelled me to do so. I could 
not mutilate the record, or | would have left out 
his name. Allow me to add that it would give 
no greater pleasure to any man in the House than 
it would to me to have Mr. Scranton fully excul- 
pated; and I have no doubt, if he were here, that 
he would vote cheerfully for these resolutions. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Until there is some charge 


brought against Colonel Scranton, he requires | 


no exculpation at the hands of any gentleman; but | 
at the same time, if any gentleman thinks there | 


is anything against him, | say, let the investiga- 
tion go on. 

Mr. COVODE. In reply to what my colleague 
on the committee has said, I will state that I of- 


fered to send and bring Mr. Scranton before the | 
committee, and allow him to state the matter for 


himself; but I never was asked to do it. 
For myself, I cannot see the object of the gen- 
~ - ‘ . . ’ . ° - 
tleman from North Carolina in bringing this mat- 


ter before the House, to compel the attendance of | 


witnesses, when I offered to send for the witnesses 


he required without any action on the part of the | 
It strikes me the proceeding 1s entirely | 


House. 
a novel one. I do not remember to have seen or 
heard anything of the kind, and 1 do not under- 
stand it in any other way than that my colleague 
on the committee found it necessary to make some 
record to show that he is doing all he can to pre- 
vent us from getting any testimony. And why ? 
Because we already have testimony enough to 
damn any Administration, aud he knows it. 

Mr. TAPPAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. TRAIN. I think I have a right to the | 
floor. I have been referred to as a member of the | 
committee, and I desire to reply to the reference 
made to me by the gentleman from North Caro- | 
lina, 

Mr. TAPPAN. I will yield the floor for a mo- | 
ment to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire myself to make a 
correction in connection with what was said by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I think the gentleman from 





Alabama is not entitled to the floor, and I do not | 
yield to him. 
Mr. HOUSTON. ThenI want to know who 


has the floor, for | do not intend to submitto having | 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New Hampshire yield the floor unconditionally ? 


Mr. TAPPAN. Ido. 
The SPEAKER. Then the rt from 
Massachusctts is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. TRAIN. Iam not in the habit of troub- 
ling the House much; and I never insist upon 
speaking when I am clearly out of order. I 
should consider myself guilty of gross impro- 


priety, not only as a member of the House, but | 


as a gentleman, if I insisted upon addressing the 
Chair and interpolating my remarks, when [had 
no right to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to know if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts applied that remark 
tome? [Cries of ** Order !’’} 

Mr. TRAIN. I mean exactly what I did say; 
and I stand by what I said. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I mean to say that, if he 
applied that remark to me, he is a disgraced liar 
and scoundrel. [Cries of * Order !’’] 

Mr. TRAIN. I cannot be irritated by any- 
thing the gentleman from Alabama may say. 

Mr. SPINNER. 
whether such language as “ liar 
drel’’ can be used in this House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the language just used by the gentleman from Ala- 


| bama be reduced by the Clerk to writing, prelim- 





the floor farmed out to gentlemen on the other |} 


side of the House, unless those on this side can | 
have an Opportunity to reply. 

Mr. TRAIN. Icall the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to order, 

The SPEAKER. The floor has been assigned 
to the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
‘Tappan,] and if objection be made he cannot yield 
the floor, unless he yields it unconditionally, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not object to the gen- 
tleman yielding the floor to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, if he will yield also to gentlemen 
on this side; but after the injustice gall ervers- 
ions of the chairman of this committee 

Mr. TRAIN. I call the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to order, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do object to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire yielding the floor unless I 
can have a chance. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Inasmuch as the gentleman 











ee 


inary toa motion | shall make; and I wish to 


state in advance that I do it without feeling, in | 


compliance with my promise,and to preserve the 
decorum and dignity of this body. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Will a motion to adjourn | 


be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will, if the gentleman has 
the floor to make it. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 
call of the House in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
House, | must wait, before submitting my mo- 
tion, in order that the words may be reduced to 
writing. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. My purpose in making 


Is a motion fora 


the inquiry of the Chair; whether a motion to ad- | 
journ was in order or not, was with a view of | 


accomplishing the purpose the gentleman states; 
and that is to have the words reduced to writing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave the floor. ‘The words 
are being reduced to writing; and when that is 
done I will submit my motion, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.. The rule of the 
House requires that the member calling to order 
must repeat the words that the Clerk shall have 
taken down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is hard for any man to 
state the exact words. We can have an authen- 
tic record of what has occurred taken down by 


the reporters of this House; and to that record I | 
want to refer. I do not desire to repeat the words, | 


as I fear that I may do gentlemen injustice. 

Mr. PHELPS. The point of order made by 
the gentlemen from Ohio (Mr. VaLtanpicHam] 
is correct. A member calling another member to 
order must repeat the words to which exception 
is taken; when they shall be reduced to writing. 
I submit that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] did not call the gentleman from Alabama to 
order; and therefore he is not entitled to submit 
the motion he indicates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irose toa question of order. 
If insisted on, I will repeat the words as I recollect 
them. Ihave not done so before, because I de- 
sired to have the words exactly recited as taken 
down by the reporters. Perhaps I did not hear 
the wordscorrectly. IfI did hear them correctly, 
they were these 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, whether he called the gentle- 
man from Alabama to order. 





Mr. SHERMAN. I have risen to a question 
of privilege. 
r. PHELPS, I am now referring to the de- 


mand of the rules. I think, sir, that we had better 
let this matter pass. [Cries from the Republican 
benches of **No!’’ * No!’’}] J will refer to the 
rule, If a member be called to order for words 
spoken in debate, the member calling him to order 
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I make the point of order, | 
?and ‘*scoun- | 


I ask, Mr. Speaker, that | 


Under the rules of the | 


of the rule. 


piantnsnees —— ag ee peeeee 


-from Massachusetts. 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
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i from Massachusetts thinks the gentleman from 1 shall repeat the words, and they shall. be tak, 








I submi — 
friend from Ohio did not eail the geutlenc 


einela a 
| Alabama to order. gentleman from 
Mr. SHERMAN. That point will be 
when I have got my motion before the ] 
Mr. BURNE -_ Before we go any 
I hope the House will be called to orde 
have now too much confusion here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the gentleman fro 

° . a m 
Missouri calls upon me to follow the rule I wil 
recite the words used, as I remember ens 1 
heard the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hoy: 
TON,] in reply to an observation made Ley the wey 
tleman from Massachusetts, use these Words 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I rise to a point 
of order. The gentleman from Ohio cannot a. 
ceed to state the words spoken in debate unti! 
has declared to the Speaker that he called the 
gentleman from Alabama to order. , 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to proceed in accordance with the rules of 
the House. The reason for my suggesting tha: 
the gentleman from Ohio was not the proper pe e 
son to proceed in this matter, if any proceedine 
is to be had, was, that he did not call the gentle. 
man from Alabama to order. The rule is posi- 
tive devolving this duty, disagreeable it may be 
upon a member who calls another member t, 
order for words spoken in debate. 1 direct the 
attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the lan. 
guage of the rule. 
|” Mr. SHERMAN. The rule is familiar tome. 
|| Leannot yield any more. I have the floor, | 
|| rise to a point of order. 
| Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I insist that the 
|| point of order made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall be decided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state his point of - 

Mr. SHERMAN. y question of privilege is 
this: the gentleman from Alabama, in violation 
of the rules of order of this House, applied to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts the words “liar 
and scoundrel.”? That is my point. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. The gentleman from 
|| Missouri raises the point of order that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has no right to repeat those words 
until he has declared to the Chair that he called 
the gentleman from Alabama to order at the time. 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that that point of order 
must be decided before the gentleman from Ohio 
|| can proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order now be- 
fore the Chair is the point made by the gentleman 





in order 
louse. 

further, 
r. We 
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Mr. PHELPS. I call upon the Chair to inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio whether he did cali 
the gentleman from Alabama to order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I heard the call to order 
made all around me. I do not know whether | 
repeated the words or not; but the moment I could 
be heard above the din, I did raise the point of 
order, and the question of privilege, in the only 
way tn which I could make it. I now move that 
the gentleman from Alabama be censured for the 
use of the words that I have stated. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I insist on the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Missouri 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Ohio did call the gentleman from 
Alabama to order within the spirit and meaning 
The Chair heard the gentleman from 
; Ohio call the gentleman from Alabama to order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now rise to speak to my 
motion of censure. I[ have no personal feeling in 
this matter. Perhaps I would not now make my 
motion, if ithad not been that I stgted a few days 
ago, when a similar scene occurred like that wit- 
nessed this morning, that I would make it. | fee! 
bound to make my word good. { do not care how 
gentlemen may dispose of it. It appears to me 
that we must enforce the rules of Geeorass and 
of order. They ought to be enforced in every 
deliberative body. Unless we enforce them here 
there is no use of carrying on the proceedings of 
a House of Representatives. It is clear that the 

entleman from Alabama deserves our censure, 


cause he is an old and experienced member of 


this House. He is familiar with the rules of this 
House. An observation was made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Train;] an ob- 
servation in the ordinary course of debate; an 
observation that, [ believe, was not discourte- 
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—= 
and then the remark I have recited was in- | 


ous, 


terjected by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 


Horston,] out of order; in violation of the rules 
this House. It produced a confusion in this 
House incident to such remarks, and, if allowed 
to pass, it will lead to disastrous results. Gen- 
tlemen on this floor cannot be expected to allow 
these epithets to be applied to them. Either we 
must renew all the old habits and barbarous cus- 
‘omsof the feudal duel, or there must be personal 
-llisionson this floor, or we must enforce rigidly 
ihe rules of this House. There can be no other 
~esuitof thisthing. Shall we tolerate that which 
must inevitably end in disgraceful personal battle 
pon this floor, or shall we rather enforce the 
rules of this House by condemning those who 
violate them? In the midst of an excitement we 
should never forget that we are the Representa- 
ives of the people, met to deliberate upon the af- 
fairs of agreat nation. Letus, then, with dignity, 
but without passion or feeling, cast our censure 
ypon the member who has violated the rules of 
this House. What does good judgment dictate ? 

Mr.BOCOCK. [hope that the gentleman from 
Ohio will allow me a word. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I insist that it is 
not in order to argue the question in the face of 
the explicit terms of the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If Lam out of order, I will 
uke my seat. [Cries of **Go on!’’ ** Go on!”’} 

Mr. BOCOCK. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me one word at this point. I as 
sidom as any member violate the rules of this | 
House. I have no disposition for that style of 
debate. It would afford me pleasure to see our 
cules fairly enforced on all sides of the House. I 
have thought that they have too frequently been 
violated by gentlemen on that side, and perhaps 
as often, or oftener, by gentlemen on this side. 

We have not heretofore been strict in the en- 

forcement of these rules, nor have we heretofore 
sought to enforce this heavy penalty upon any 
gentleman for an accidental violation of courtesy 
and decorum. Weareall human. We all have 
the passions and infirmities of man, and can ap- 
preciate their power and influence. We, perhaps, 
should have been more rigid heretofore. As we 
have not, should we begin so fiercely now? I ap- 
peal to the gentleman. He has undertaken to 
state the precise words used by the gentleman 
from Alabama. If the gentleman had been cor- 
rect in that statement, and I know he thinks he is 
correct, {Mr. Suerman. Am | oor then it would 
have been a more aggravated case than it is. But 
the gentleman is incorrect, according to my recol- 
lection. The gentleman from Massachusetts had 
made some statement which the gendeman from 
Alabama conceived was an infringement upon the 
spirit of our rules, and a reflection upon his honor 
asagentleman. The gentleman from Alabama 
did not expressly apply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts the terms which the gentleman 
from Ohio thinks he did. He said if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts intended to apply spe- 
cially to him the harsh general designation which 
he had employed—after first asking him if he did 
—then, by way of retort upon the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, he would apply to him those of- 
fensive and unparliamentary epithets taken down 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

I know my friend from Alabama well. He is an 
old member, one of the most experienced and one 
of the ablest members upon this floor;and to say 
that he is not free from infirmities, is only to say 
that he has, like us, the imperfections of human 
nature. His temper is quick and impulsive. He 
resents quickly everything which he conceives 
to be an imputation on his honor. He may be 
too hasty in doing so. In this instance, he has 
unquestionably violated our rules. That he in- 
tended to do so | cannot believe; and I think, if | 
the Sreeens for explanation were now allowed 
to both the gentlemen, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama would put himself before the House and 
the country in such alight that the gentleman 
from Ohio would be disposed to withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly, Mr. Speaker, 
would not press a vote of this kind in the face of 
any declaration which the gentleman from Ala- 
bama may desire to make. If the gentleman 
— Alabama desires to say anything, Pwill give 

ay. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to saya 





| 
| 
| 





| word just here upon a point of order. It seems | 
to me that the House is wandering entirely from 
the purview and the reason of the rules which I 
hold in my hand. Those rules were not intended 
to apply with severity to occasions of this kind, 
which may occur, and always will occur, from | 
the passions or infirmities of human nature. The | 
rules which have been read contemplate a lati- | 
tude to be given to gentlemen upon occasions of | 
this description. [am of opinion that the 35th | 
and 36th rules should be read in connection. The | 
36th rule applies to cases where membersare called | 
to order for words spoken in debate. The 35th | 
applies to cases of disorder generally; but every- | 
thing in that rule bears ee the cases provided | 
for in the 36th rule; and therfore I will read the 

35th rule: | 

“If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, call to order; in which case the member so called to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain.”’ 

The gentleman from Alabama did immediately 
take his seat. Under the rules of the House, 
therefore, he should not only be permitted to, but 
he should be called upon to explain. He should | 
not volunteer it. The rule puts the gentleman 
in no false position. His explanation evidently 
would call for an explanation from the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts, and thus we would all un- | 
derstand what the merits of this controversy are, 
and where the fault is, if fault there be. The rule 
goes on: 

** And the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, | 
but without debate ; if there be no appeal, the decision of 
the Chair shall be submitted to. If the decision be in tavor 
of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to pro- | 
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ceed; if otherwise, he shali not be permitted to proceed, in | 
case any member object, without leave of the House ; and if | 


the case require it, he shall be liable to the censure of the 
diouse.” 

And now I can but ask that we of the House, 
and that the House under its rules, proceed upon 
this occasion according to the rules made for tl 


government. Every opportunity is provided by 





ieir | 


this rule, not only for the explanation of the gen- | 


tleman who is called to order, but forexplanation 
upon the part ofother members of the House who 


may be concerned in the disorder, if disorder it | 


be. After that shall have been accomplished, 
this House and the Chair are competent to pro- 
nounce upon the circumstances of the case as they 
may be presented to us. | ask, therefore, that the 
rules be enforced. 


Mr. SHERMAN, 


I desire again to say, that | 


all I wish is that the rules of the House shall be | 


enforced. Nothing would give me greater pleas- | 


ure than to hear from the person who has uttered 
this language—and I feel bound to say, that the 


entleman from Alabama is the only person who | 


has uttered language in violation of the rules of 


this House—and for that purpose I surrender the | 


floor. 

Mr. GARTRELL. One word 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give way to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. NOELL. I wish to ask the Chair whether 
one member can call another to order unless he 
addresses the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. That question has been 
decided. The gentleman who called to order 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. 





I can say that no 


member of this House can feel deeper regret than | 
myself that any disorder shoald occur, or that | 


any improper language should be used on this 
floor by one member towards another. I never 


hear words of insult pass from one member to | 


another here that I do not feel that the national 
reputation is, to some extent, lowered. This, sir, 
is no place to settle personal disputes or personal 
controversies. I desire to call the attention of the 
House to this point: while I am willing to concur 
in what the gentleman from Ohio says as to the 
propriety of such language as has been used here, 
yet Iam surprised to hear that gentleman say 
that there was nothing which deserved the cen- 
sure of this House, except what was said by the 

ntleman from Alabama. I cannot be mistaken 
in supposing that the gentleman from Ohio knows 
too well the purport of language not to feel that 
such words as were used by the gentleman from 





Massachusetts to my colleague were harsher if | 


anything, and more insulting, than the language 
used in retort by the gentleman from Alabama. 
It would be doing discredit to the gentleman’s 


} 
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sense of honor to suppose that he did not think 
the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts were insulting, and therefore improper. Did 
not the gentleman from Massachusetts say, in 
effect, that the gentleman from Alabama had been 
guilty of ungentlemanly conduct and language? 
And not only did he use the language imputed to 
him, but when called upon by my colleague to 
disclaim it as applicable to him, he said he stood 
by what he had said, and left my colleague to 
infer that he did charge him with ungentlemanly 
conduct. Such language as that was so insulting 
as to justify any language in reply, if this be the 
place where it could be justified at all. 

I say, further, that not only was the language 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts insulting’ 
to my colleague, and therefore improper in this 
place, but he made it doubly so when he de- 
clined, in reply to a question of my colleague, to 
say whether it was so meant. ie declined to 
answer whether he intended an insult; and threw 
himself back upon his supposed dignity, and upon 
the privileges allowed him in this Hoe, and 
would not allow my colleague the privilege of 
knowing whether he intended to insult him or not. 

Sir, the man who gives an insult ought to be 
ready to meet the consequences; and he who does 
not intend it ought to be ready always to make 
atonement. I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
first gentleman to be censured is the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. I should have given greater 
credit for impartiality to the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Suerman,] if he had included the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in his resolution. If that 
gentleman meant no insult to my colleague, let 
him now have the magnanimity to rise in his 
place and disclaim it, and I pledge myself for my 
colleague—lI pledge myself without any confer- 
ence with him—that he will disclaim intending 
any insult to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
or any discourtesy to the House, Until the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts does that, my col- 
league will never, by my advice, withdraw what 
he said, let the judgment of the House be what 


it may. 

M: CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I am = 
fectly satisfied that no good can come of this whole 
matter. The remarks of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama were hypothetical entirely; and I am sure 
that if the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
state that he did not intend to say that the gentle- 
man from Alabama was not a gentleman, In per- 
sisting to make remarks when called to order, the 
gentleman from Alabama will withdraw the lan- 
ruage that is considered offensive by the House. 

ut as I feel very well assured that neither of the 
gentlemen intends to withdraw the language which 
he may have used, particularly at this time, when 
it is to be reported to the country, and when there 
is some degree of pride and personal feeling in- 
volved in the matter, I will endeavor to dispose of 
the whole thing by a motion to lay the whole 
subject on the table. If this shall not prevail, the 
day will be consumed in useless debate, and at its 
close worse feelings entertained than now exist, 
not only between these gentlemen, but man 
others. I hope, therefore, that the House will 
sustain the motion which | now make, and that 
is, to lay the whole subject on the table. I call 
for a vote on that motion. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Will the gentle- 
man from Georgia withdraw hiscall for a moment? 

Mr. GARTRELL. I hope so. I want to make 
a suggestion. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Iask that the words used, of 
which complaint is made, may be read. I would 
like to have the words reported. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Mr. Speaker, no 
man in this House regrets this occurrence more 
than I do. 

Mr. VERREE. Has the gentleman from Geor- 
gia withdrawn the motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No, sir; not the motion 
to lay on the table. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question. 4 

TheSPEAKER. A call for the previous ques- 
tion is unnecessary. ‘There is no debate in order 
on a motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ADRAIN. I believe I have the floor. 
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gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I simply desire that the words 
used may be read. 

The SPEAKER. 
words will be read. 

Mr. LOVE. I object. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to say a very few words to the House on 
this question. I have already said that no man 
here regrets the occurrence more thanIdo. lam 
friendly to both gentlemen, and respect them | 
highly. 1 noticed this whole scene. I heard the 
provocation, and I heard the rejoinder; and I 
think I can express an impartial opinion, which 
shall do no injustice to either of these gentlemen; 
and I will make a suggestion which will, I hope, 
receive their consideration. Mr. Speaker, the 
language used by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Train,] near whom I sat, was, as 
my recollection serves me, substantially this 
[Cries of ** Let it be read !’’} 

Mr. ADRAIN. Lask that it be read, so that | 
the House can understand the matter. The gen- 
tleman from New York cannot make comments 
unless we have the text. 

Mr. LOVE. I object. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. 
der, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAK ER. The gentleman from New 
York is in order; but calls have been made to have | 
the words read, and the Chair thinks they should | 


If there be no objection, the | 





Am I not in or- 


be read, {| 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. I submit that the | 
floor cannot be taken from me for any purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not mean 
to tnke the floor from the gentleman. The Clerk 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


** Mr. Train. Lam notin the habit of troubling the House 
much, and [I never insist upon speaking when lam clearly | 
out of order. 1 should consider myself guilty of gross im- | 
propriety, not only as a member of the House, but as a gen- | 
teman, if 1 insisted upon addressing the Chair and inter- | 
polating my remarks, when! had no right to the floor. 

“Mr. Hocston. I wish to know if the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts applied that remark to me? [Cries of | 
‘Order!’ 

* Mr. Trare. I mean exactly what I did say; and I | 
staud by what I said. | 

**Mr. Houston. If mean to say that, if he applied that 
remark to me, he is a disgraced liar and scoundrel. (Cries 
ot * Order!’) 

‘*Mr. Train. I cannot be irritated by anything the gen 
tleman from Alabama may say.” 

| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. I was referring 
to the language used by the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts; and I think the report which 
has been read is substantially accurate. I sat | 
near him. I heard the very words. They fell 
upon my ear harshly. I thought the language | 
unwarrantable. It seemed to me that it was the | 
intention of the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to charge—or to insinuate, at any rate 
—that the honorable 
was not agentleman. [Cries of “* No!’’ “ No!’ | 
from the Satie side of the House.) That | 
was the way in which the language impressed | 
me. Having the kindest feeling toward the hon- | 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts, and regret- | 
ing onreotngly that he had so far forgotter the 
proprieties of the place, I expected to have heard | 
from the gentleman from Alabama some such | 
response as an impulsive man would naturally 
mae under such circumstances. 
ther, and heard the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama ask foran explanation; and 1 was indeed 
disappointed when the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts declined to disavow the offensive 
imputation. I was then not surprised when the 
remark fell from the lips of the honorable gentle- | 
man from Alabama, in language which no gen- 
tleman can approve; in language which, I am 
sure, that gentleman himself will not attempt to | 
jusufy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit to the 
Hlouse the question, whether, as between these | 
two gentlemen, there have not been mutual faults; | 
although | admit that the retaliation far exceeded 
the provocation. It is very seldom that measures 





enn and retaliation are equal. 
Mr. Speaker, every member in this Houge is 
robably at fault wn regard to this very matter, 
t was my duty, sitting near the honorable gen; 
tleman from Massachusetts, to have him called | 
to order when he first made his seemingly dis- 
courteous allusion to the gentleman from Ala- | 


Sgr aa 4 


entleman from Alabama || 


I listened fur- || 


The SPEAKER. The floor is given to the | 


and in the 
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bama. It was the duty of any member of the | 
House to have risen, and to have asked that the || 
exceptionable words be taken down, We are |) 
therefore all in fault, Mr. Speaker. My know)l- || 
edge of the character of the gentieman from Mas- 
sachusetts, and my remembrance of the urbanity | 
of the demeanor which he has uniformly preserved | 
on this floor, render it impossible for me to be- | 
lieve that he will persist in what appears an insult | 
to the honorable gentleman from Alabama; and, || 
sir, | must express my surprise that, with the || 
opportunity which has been several times afforded, 
he has not done what it seems to me he could do || 
with entire safety to his personal honor—disclaim 
the intention of giving, on the floor of the House, | 
resence of the country, an insult to | 
the honorable gentleman from Alabama. If, on | 
that being done, the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama should fail to make to the House an ex- 
planation of the harsh language which he em- 
ployed—certainly not wholly without provocation 
—much as I should regret to do so, I shall never- 
theless unite in a vote of censure on that gentle- 
man. But I hope, inasmuch as nothing is to be | 
gained for the country, and nothing for the credit | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


tion of this matter, that such explanations will 


| be made as are due to the House and due to the 


|, table, after debating it himself. 
will read the words. | 


| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. aneeran) 
| the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 





| gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Crawrorp] that I 


or dignity of the House, by any further prosecu- | 


high character of the gentlemen who are more 
directly concerned in this unpleasant affair. I 
move that the whole subject be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. POTTLE. Upon that, I ask the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I understand that the gen- 
tleman moves to lay the whole subject on the 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. 


would make the mouon. 

Mr.GARTRELL. I did desire to submit a | 
few considerations to the House; but I will not 
press it now. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to know, in order that the 
House may understand it, what is now the par- | 
ticular motion before the House? 

The SPEAKER. A motion is made by the 

to censure 
oustTon] for 
Janguage used in debate. The gentleman from 
New York moves to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. KEITT. Let it be read. 

Mr. HILL. I have the floor. The motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio has not been propounded 
to the House; it has not been read at the Clerk’s 
The Clerk must read it from the desk. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask that my col- 
league shall reduce his motion to writing. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Is it in order to 
move to amend the resolution by inserting the 
name of the gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. KEITT. ‘The motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio must be read. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I think there can 
be no objection to let the House pass on the whole 
question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio to be to censure 
the gentleman from Alabama, for words spoken 
in debate, which words have been reduced to 
writing. 

Mr. HILL. My objection is, that there is no 
motion in writing. There is no motion until itis 
in writing. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule that the 
Chair knows of that requires the motion to be put 
in writing. The gentleman from Ohio, however, 
is requested to put his motion in writing. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. l rise to a question 
of order, My point of order is this: the gentle- 
man from Alabama was called to order; the words | 
spoken by him have been reduced to writing at | 
the Clerk’s desk. Now, what is the next step to 
be taken? Here is the rule: 


** If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the 
rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, 
call to order ; in which case the member 20 called to order 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to explain ; 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the ease, 
but without debate; if there be no appeal, the decision of 
the Chair shall be submitted to.” 


The first thing which the House is to listen to 
is the deeision of the Chair, whether the gentle- 
man from Alabama was in order or out of order; 


I promised the | 
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and when the Chair decides, then there yp 
an appeal to the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the rule y, le 
which we are proceeding. pe 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, It is the 35th rul 

The SPEAKER. We are proceeding oa 
the pext rule, which will be read. oe 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

‘* 36. Ifa member be called to order for words s 
debate, the person calling him to order shalj 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down 
at the Clerk’s table; and no member shall be fh 
swer, or be subject to the censure of the House, 
spoken in debate, if any other member has spoker 
business has intervened, after the words spoke; 
fore exception to them shall have been taken.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
preceding rule refers to when a member is refrac. 
tory, and will not take his seat, / 

Mr. BURNETT. What is the proposition noy 
pending before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itisa motion to lay the res. 
olution of the gentleman from Ohio upon the table 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 ask that the resolatioy 
may be read, as well as the words charged to haye 
been spoken, and which have been reported. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovs 
ToN] be censured for disorderly words spoken in debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. I now ask that those words 
be read. 

a language used by Mr. Houston was again 
read. 

Mr. BURNETT. The question which I de. 
sire to call the attention of the Chair to is this. 

Mr. LEE. Has not the previous question been 
walled? 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. LEE. Is that debatable? 

Mr. BURNETT. Iam not going to debate the 
resolution; but the question is one as to the rule 
under which we are proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to state his point under the rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. The first provision of the 
rule is, that the member who proposes to hav 
what is said reduced to writing at the Clerk’s 
desk must first have called the member to order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That question has been de- 
dided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may state his 
point of order, 

Mr. BURNETT. My point is this: that the 
Speaker of the House, under this rule, must pro- 
pound to the gentleman from Ohio—uniess he is 
apprised of the fact personally that the gentleman 
did call the gentleman from Alabama to order— 
the question whether he did call the gentleman to 
order at the time those words were used. ‘That 
question has never been answered. ‘The gentie- 
man from Ohio has never stated that he did call 
the gentleman from Alabama to order. We can- 
not proceed under the rule unless that statement 
is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Kentucky that that point has 
been decided, and he again overrules the point of 
order. The question now before the House 1s 
on the motion to lay the resolution on the taLle, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
{Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’’} 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURNETT. I now ask the gentleman 
who made the motion 

Mr. DELANO. There has been a response, 
and no debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. The 
roll must be called. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave aright to ask the gen- 
tleman who made the motion to lay the resolution 
on the table to withdraw it, so as to enable me to 
offer an amendment td the resolution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I say to the gentleman, 
that if the motion to lay on the table be voted 
down, if I can get the floor, I will move to amend 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio by insert- 
ing the name of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I desire to know 
if the gentleman from Ohio objects to that amend- 
ment being offered, and to our having a vote upon 
it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh,I can consent to no 
amendment of that description, 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 63, nays 120; as follows: 

y EAS—Messrs. Avery, Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, 
pouligay. Boyme, Brabson, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, Clopton, 
joou Cochran’, Burton Craige, Crawford, Dimmick, Plor- 
ow, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. 
Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Holman, Hughes, Jack- 
“on, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Logan, Love, Ma- 
“ 1, Vequeen, McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, 
Noell, Pendleton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Schwartz, Sickles, Simms, 
William Sniith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A, Stewart, 
sjout, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
pabbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Sristow, Butfin- 
ion, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Cager, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Cobb, Col- 
fax. Corwin, Covode, James Craig, Davidson, Dawes, 
pelano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, English, 
Equeridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Helmick, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, William Howard, William 
\. Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWiu C. Leach, James M. 
Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Montgom- 
ery, Laban ‘T’. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Rovee, Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vallan- 
digham, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Walton, 
Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, 
Wood, and Woodruff—120. 


Before the vote was announced, 
Mr. ASHMORE stated that he had paired, 
until Monday next, with Mr. Crark B. Cocn- 





. 
—— 








| 








RANE. 

Mr. WINSLOW stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Brancu, had been called home, and had paired | 
with Mr. Wape until Tuesday next. 

Mr. HALL stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Hinpa an. 

Mr. HAWKINS announced that he had paired 
with Mr. Sepewick. 

Mr NOELL announced that Mr. AnpERson, 
of Missouri, had paired with Mr. Conkuine. 

Mr REAGAN stated that if the name of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had been included 
in the resolution he would have voted against 
laying the motion on the table, and for censuring 
both gentlemen; but as he believed the resolution 
to be partial and unjust in its present shape, he 
would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. TAYLOR said he had paired off with Mr. 
Bair, 

Mr. LAMAR, not being within the bar when 
his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BARKSDALE said he had been absent 
frequently, within the last few days, in conse- 
quence of il health. He was compelled to trans- 
act some business at one of the Departments this 
morning, and did not reach this House until after 
his name had been reached in the call. Under 
these circumstances, he hoped he should be per- 
mitted to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said that he 
was not willing to censure one gentleman without 
censuring beth; but hoping the resolution would 
be so modified as to censure both gentlemen, as 
they deserved, he would now vote ‘* no.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as 
above recorded. 

Mr. COBB. | propose, in order to bring this 
question up in a position where | can make a few 
remarks, to move to reconsider the vote just 
taken. 1 hope | shall not be interrupted in what 
1 have to say, for everybody sees at once that it 
embarrasses me tobe interrupted. | propose now 
to state what I intend to do. Although L may 
differ in opinion with every gentieman present, 
yet, sir, | have a record to make for myself, and 
for those of my constituents who may feel inter- 
ested in the course | pursue upon this floor. I 
regret, [ deeply regret, the occurrences which have 
taken place in this House to-day. 1 heard the 
first word uttered by the gentieman from Massa- 
chusetts, and | heard every word uttered by my 
colleague. | regret that the gentieman from Mas- 
sachusetts felt it his duty to use the language 
which he uaed; and from my knowiedge of him, 
when he reflects upon ut, L believe be wiil see it 
was uncalled for, and he will apologize to thist 

louse for using it. Every gentleman knows that, 
let it apply to whom it may—and to whom it ap- 
pled is perfectly immaterial—it was improper ai 








‘THE 


| doubts, but who has a heart so magnanimous that 
| he will allow no one to be his superior in this re- 


| of it, let him. 
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the time he used it; and I am satisfied that, by || 


this time, the gentleman feels that it was improper. | 
Whether used towards my colleague or any one | 
else, I ask gentlemen of this House whether it 
was legitimate, whether it was respectful to this 
body? The plain English of the remark, in the 
circumstances under which it was uttered, was, 
that my colleague was nota gentleman. And I 
ask gentlemen who have witnessed scenes that | 
have occurred here on former occasions, whether | 
every one of us has not violated the rules of the | 
House? If so, whether the remark of the gen- | 
tleman applies to every member? I call the at- | 
tention of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
rticularly to this fact, and ask whether it will 

e proper for any gentleman to rise and say that | 
those who had thus violated the rules were not 
gentlemen? Sir, it was language which I think 
the gentleman himself will see he ought not to 
have used. 

And now I turn to my colleague, and I say to 
him, and to this House, that the language he used 
was improper—improper towards the House. I 
say not whether it was proper or improper to- 
wards the gentleman who first made the attack; I 
am not now discussing that question, and it is one | 
that is for the gentleman from Massachusetts and | 
my colleague to settle; but the language used by | 
my colleague was such, apply it to whom he may, | 
as he ought not to have used in this House, be- 
cause the language of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts applied no more to him than to every 
member of this House who has opened his mouth 
during the preeee session, who has not in all 
prevent eparted from the strict rules of the 

Louse. feel assured, therefore, that my col- 
league, whose courage and whose valor no one 


spect, will, when he comes to reflect upon the sub- 
ject, if he believes he has done wrong, frankly 
acknowledge it to the House. 

Mr. HiLL made two or three remarks which 
were not heard at the reporters’ desk. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman may make sport 
of this matter, if he chooses. I do not trifle with 
these things. They are grave questions. | repeat 
the remark which I made, that the language used 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts applies to 
the gentleman from Georgia and applies to my- 
self. Ifthe gentleman wishes to make sport out 





Mr. HILL. So far from desiring to make sport 
in what I have said, | approve entirely of the gen- 
eral tenor of the remarks the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is making. 

Mr. COBB. Then, if the gentleman from 
Georgia approves what I am saying, I hope he 
willnotinterrupt me, and break off the thread of my 
remarks. | was speaking of my colleague, and was 
saying that, while I knew he was valorous, yet 
I knew he was magnanimous. | know he is not 
a man who can do a wrong to this House, or to 
any individual if he knows it; and I believe that 
when he comes to see that the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts applies to the whole 
House as much as to himself that he will rise in 
hisplace,and say that he should not have used such 
language, as far as the House was concerned. For 
myself, when | have done a wrong, either to the 
House, or to an individual in the presence of the 
House, | will rise and apologize for it on the first 
opportunity; and I have no doubt now that if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is convineed that 
he did wrong in charging members, who have 
violated the rules of the House, as being no gen- 
tlemen, and will so state to the House, that my 
colleague wili also state that he did violate the 
rules of the House in the language which he used, 
and will apologize for it. Will the gentieman from 
Massachusetts do that, and if he wil! not, can my 
colleague, who was the second offender, be ex- 
pected to do it? 

Mr. Speaker, | now withdraw the motion to 
reconsider, and move to amend the mouon of the 
gentieman from Ohio, so as to include the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, as well as my colleague, 
in the vote of censure. 

Mr. DAWES ottained the floor. 

Mr. GARTRELL. With the permission of 
the gentdeman from Massachusetts, | desire to 
make a suggestion, | think this. House is not in 
a proper spirit to act upon. this resolution at the 
present ume. With the consent of the gentie- 
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man, I will move to postpone the consideration of 
it for one week. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, asked a question of 
Mr. Cons which was inaudible to the reporter. 

. Mr. COBB. I relieve every one of all respons- 
| ibility in reference to the motion I have made, for 
I have made it on my own solely. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the question now be- 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama to the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I rise toa 
question of order. I submit that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama is not a proper 
one. We cannot proceed in propositions of this 
kind to censure the conduct of members, except 
in the way pointedout by the rules. Now, sir, 

| the gentleman from Massachusetts was not called 
to order; and we are proceeding upon a motion to 
censure him for the use of language for which he 
was not called to order. 1 submit, therefore, that 
the amendment, under the rules of the House, 
cannot be received, 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to know whether 
»gentlemen upon the other side of the House will 
| refuse to give us a vote upon this amendment; 
| whether it is their intention to shelter the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts behind mere technical- 
| 1ues. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the ques- 
tion of order, and decides the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama to be in order. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 understand the question pend- 
| ing, then, to be upon the motion to insert the name 
| of my colleague in the resolution of censure, and 
to censure him for words spoken in debate, Now, 
I desire to read to the House the language used 
by my colleague, for which it is proposed to cen- 
sure him by the House: 

“Tam notin the habit of troubling the House much ; and 
I never insist upon speaking when I am clearly out of order. 
I should consider myselt guilty of gross impropriety, not 
only as a member of the House, but as a gentleman, if I 
insisted upon addressing the Chair and interpolating my 
remarks, when [ had no right to the floor.” 

That is every word which was uttered by my 
colleague. 

Mr. REAGAN. There was a rejoinder. [Cries 
from the Democratic benches, ** Read it all!’’ 
**Read it all!’’] 

Mr. DAWES. I purpose to make my remarks 
under the rules of the House in my own way, 
and not according to the suggestions of any other 
member of the House. ‘These are the words 
which my colleague uttered. When a member 
| [Mr. Houston] rose, and wanted to know whether 
my colleague applied these words to him or not, 
my colleague was pleased to say that he meant 
just what he said, and that he stood by it. Ido 
not suppose any one claims that it is a violation 
of the rules to say, he meant what he said, or 
stood by it. He is to be censured, if at all, for 
uttering what | have read. Now, sir, | wish to 
| ask the House, | wish to ask every individual 
member of this House, whether there is a word 
| in what I have read from the lips of my colleague, 
that is not true? I want to see the member of this 
House who considers it gentlemanly, willfully, 
perversely, and intentionally, to violate the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman will look at me to 
see a gentieman of this House who does not be- 
lieve that that is ungentiemanly. 

Mr. DAWES. I sce a member of the House 
who does not think so. 

Mr. COBB. | amamember of this Elouse who 
does not regard it to be ungentlemanly to violate 
| the rules of this House. 
| Mr. DAWES. ‘L see a member from Alabama 
' 
| 





| who does not think it to be ungentlemanly to will- 
fully and intentionally violate the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not want the gentleman to 
insinuate, by his use of the word member, that L 
am nota gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON. I call the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to order. He insinuates by huis 
language that the gentleman from Alabama is not 
a gentieman. 

Mr. COBB, Why does the gentleman use the 
word ‘*member?’? Does he mean to insinuate 
; that Lam no gentleman? 1 want him to answer 
| my question. 


Mr. DAWES. I say here, that 1 adopt the 
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language of my colleague; I say that I would } Mr. REAGAN. [I called the gentleman from 
consider it ungentlemanly on a part, intention- || Massachusetts to order for offensive words used 
ally and willfully to violate the rules of this House; | in debate. I desire the words spoken by the gen- 
and I say that I stand by those words. If any || tleman from Massachusetts shall be reduced to 
member of this House wants to know whether I || writing, as I intend to base upon them a motion 
apply these remarks to him or not, I say, in the || to censure that gentleman. 
language of my colleague, that I mean what I Mr. DAWES. I have the floor, and the gen- 
say, and that Iam ready to stand by the words |! tleman cannot take it from me. 
I utter. [Sensation.] f camels my remarks to||) Mr. REAGAN. I call the gentleman to order. 
the whole House. | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
Mr. REAGAN. I call the gentleman from || sachusetts must take his seat. The gentleman 
Massachusetts to order; and I propose to move a || from Texas will state his point of order. 
resolution of censure against him when the words | Mr. REAGAN. In order to save the time of 
spoken by him have been reduced to writing. | the House, I will not recapitulate what has been 
Mr. DAWES. I want to know whether my || stated by the gentleman from Georgia. He has 
colleague is to be censured for uttering what is a || stated what I would have stated. After the col- 
sober truth ? loquy which he has recited, the gentleman from 
Mr. BURNETT. Irise toa question of order. || Massachusetts went on to repeat the language 
The point | make is this, and I do not intend at |! of his colleague, for the use of which language it 
this time to enter into any statement of my rea- || is now proposed to censure his colleague. The 
sons for making the point: the gentleman from || gentleman from Massachusetts adopted that lan- 
Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] hastwice been called || guage, and applied it to the gentleman from Ala- 
to order by gentlemen of this House. The rules || bama, [Mr. aoe.) I ask that the words be re- 
rallide when a member is called to order, that he || duced to writing and read to the House. 
shall take his seat, and that the Chair shall hear |} The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the Clerk 
the point of order. Yet the Speaker has permitted || to read the 61st rule. 


The 61st rule was read, as follows: 


the gentleman from Massachusetts to proceed, | 
notwithstanding he has beencalled toorder. He ||“ If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 


was called to order first by the gentleman from | the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
Georgia, (Mr. Jackson,] and subsequent! r by | may, call to order; in which ease, the member so called 
he gentioman from Texas (Mr. Desay Pet Hi to order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to 
the gen » [al AGAN, || explain; and the House shall, ifappealed to, decide on the 
the Speaker paid attention to neither of them. | case, but without debate ; if there be no appeal, the decis- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the || ion ofthe Chair shall be submitted to. If the decision be 
gentleman from Kentucky. The Chair does not }| in favor of the member called to order, he shal! be at lib- 
Weal . as “4 os || erty to proceed; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted to 
cae the cries made generally of ** Order!”” || proceed, in case any member object, without leave of the 
**Order!’”? but whenever a gentleman rises and || House, and if the case require it, he shall be liable to the 
|| censure of the House.” 


| Mr. SHERMAN. 





says that he rises to a point of order, | have never 
failed to recognize him at once. I desire to make a motion 
Mr. REAGAN. I rose to a point of order, || in order. 1 move that the member from Mas- 
and I so stated at the time. || sachusetts be allowed to proceed. 1 think the 
Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Geor- || gentleman from Texas places an erroneous con- 
gia not only stated that he rose to a point of order; || struction upon the remark of the gentleman from 
but he stated his point of order, Massachusetts. 
The SPEAKER. Let the gentleman from || The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
Georgia now state his point of order, and the || point. 
Chair will be glad to hear him. || Mr. REAGAN. But the Chair has decided 
Mr. JACKSON. I seldom trouble the House. | directly contrary, as I understand it, to his former 
‘The House knows that I never make use of offens- || decision. 
ive remarks. Everybody knows that. 1 re- The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
gret the occurrence that transpired this morning. | the gentleman from Massachusetts is in order. 
{ regret that the gentleman from Massachusetts, || He has so ruled; and now an appeal from the de- 
{Mr. Dawes,] who has just been speaking, and | cision of the Chair may be taken, and indeed, 
with whom I am on friendly terms, should have || must be taken, or the gentleman from Massachu- 
been betrayed, in the course of his remarks justi- | setts will proceed. 
fying his colleague, into an insinuation, as I Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Chair will hear me, I 
thought, and still think, that the gentleman from || will make this suggestion in defense of the course 
Alabama {Mr. Copp] is not a gentleman. which I have deemed it my duty to pursue. The 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 1 wish to || very question decided in this case was decided by 
say | the Speaker in the case of the gentleman from 
{Loud cries of **Order!’’} || Alabama, and that decision was decidedly the re- 
r. JACKSON. I will state my point of or- || verse of his present decision. 
der. The words,as I remember them, were these: Mr. KEITT. I wish to say a single word. I 
the gentleman from Alabama rose in his place, || trust that this point will not be pressed, because I 
andsaid, ** The gentleman sees me, and I have vio- || donotreally think that there is anything in it sub- 
lated the rules of this House—sees me, the gentle- || stantial. The question is as to the use of the word 
man from Alabama.’’ The gentleman from Mas- || ‘‘ member,’’ and the word “ gentleman.’’ Now, 
sachusetts, I dare say in the heat of debate, said | I pass by the fact that there may have been some- 
at the moment, *‘I see a memberof this Housc,”’’ || thing in the manner of the member from Massa- 
thereby intimating that he did not sec, in the per- || chusetts very offensive to the member from Ala- 
son of the gentleman from Alabama, a gentleman. | 
{Laughter.] I rose and called the gentleman || is for the gentlemen to settle. ow, the word 
from Massachusettstoorder. I consider the point || *‘ member ’’ is found running through the whole 
of order well taken. Manual, and the word * gentleman ”’ is nowhere 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the || to be found in that book. In the parliamentary 
point of order, not believing that the gentleman || sense, no one can be called anything but a ‘*mem- 
trom Massachusetts intended to cast the insinua- || ber.’’ [tis the only term petibaulesl by our rules; 
tion stated by the gentleman from Georgia. | and I recollect that Mr. Calhoun, when he was 
Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Ala- || Vice President, said that he never recognized any 
bama rose and said: ‘* You see a gentleman,” || member of the Senate except as a “member.” 
and the response was, ‘*‘I see the member from The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
Alabama.’” The word member was pointedly || gentleman from Texas the difference between the 
applied to the gentleman from Alabama. The || two cases. In the first case, the gentleman from 
gentleman from Massachusetts seemed to signify || Ohio called a gentleman to order, and made a 
that he did not see a gentleman. charge against him. In this case the gentleman 
Mr. REAGAN. [also called the gentleman || interrupted the person speaking, [Mr. Dawes,} 
from Massachusetts to order. and wished him to sit down. There is the differ- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, || ence in the two cases. 
if he supposed that the construction placed by || Mr.REAGAN. I myself called the gentleman 
the gentleman from Georgia upon the language of | to order, precisely as was done in the other case, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was intended || and | asked to submit the words which the gen- 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, he would || tleman used. 
declare the gentleman to be out of order; but he But I wish to say a word in reply to the re- 
does not think there was any intention to permit || marks of the gentleman from South Carolina. 
such a construction to go out. i) The gentleman seems to assume that there is 








bama, but you cannot ae ie that. That | 
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nothing in the point raised, except t om 
to by the gentleman from Georgia, Thee 
the essential point I raised. I called the gentle. 
man from Massachusetts to order, and called . 
tention to the language which he had used.” 
Mr. BINGHAM. ‘I rise to a point of orde 
The Chair has decided the matter, and debate * 
nthe SPEAKER : 
e § . The gentleman fro ; 
objects to debate. He has the right to etm 
therefore I hope debate will be suspended, and 
or the eee — Massachusetts will pro- 
ceed, unless an appeal is taken from the decis) 
iether, —_— 
Mr. REAGAN. [ wish now to state, so that 
it may be understood—and I appeal to the reep|. 


| lection of ee. gentleman here in witness of the 


correctness of my assertion—that I distinct] 
called the gentleman from Massachusetts to order 
and proposed to submit to the House the words 
he uttered as the basis of a resolution of censure 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise again to my point of 
order. I object to this debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I appeal, then, from the de. 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. PETTIT. I move to lay that appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. REAGAN. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I ask the Chair now to pro- 
seers the question to the House, so that we may 

now what we are called to vote upon. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had been wielentd the floor by the Chair. 
He was proceeding with his remarks, and was 
called to order; and the Chair, upon the point of 
order being stated by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, decided that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was in order. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Will the Chair be kind 


| enough to state the point of order? 


The SPEAKER. From that decision of the 
Chair an appeal was taken; and now the genitle- 
man from Indiana moves to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Will the Chair be kind 
enough to state the point raised by the member 
from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. My point of order was, that 
[ called the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
order, and asked to have the words he used re- 
ported to the Speaker, upon which to base a res- 
olution of censure; and the Chair decided that my 
motion was out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair is 
simply. this: that when a gentleman is called to 
order in debate, the question whether he is in 
order or not is to be decided by the Chair, and 


| that decision must be abided by until it is reversed 


by the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I want to submit to the 
Speaker one point for his decision. I admit that 
whenever a gentleman is called to order that ques- 
tion must be first referred to the Speaker, and he 
must decide it, and that the gentleman’s appeal 
is to the House, if he wishes to reverse the decis- 
ion of the Speaker. 

But this 1s a different thing. The gentleman 
from Texas states that he called the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to order, and desired to have 
his language taken down, with a view to found 
uponitaresolution of censure. Now, I apprehend 
that a gentleman may be censured, or a motion 
may be made for censuring a man for language 
which the Speaker may think is not out of order. 
And the Speaker is aware that, unless exception 
is taken at the time the language is uttered, no 
resolution of censure can be afterwards intro- 
duced. I admit that the gentleman from Texas 
cannot now introduce his resolution; but if he 
wishes at a future time to do so, he must liave 
the right now to have the objectionable words 
recorded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The words are recorded. 
Mr. REAGAN. Then I want them read 
Mr. BINGHAM. I object to their being read. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Ihe Chair desires to know 
if the gentleman from Texas insists upon his ap- 
eal ? ’ 
Mr. REAGAN. If it is understood that the 
words are recorded as the feundation of a motion 
hereafter, { will withdraw the appeal, and save 
the time of the House now. 
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~ Mr. JONES. I call for the reading of the 

7 = SPEAKER. There js nothing now before 

she House upon that subject. : 

Mr. JONES. The Chair decided that they 

should be read in the other case, and I demand 

that they shall be read in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not now 
efore the House, and the gentleman from Mas- 
.achusetts will proceed, , 
~ Mr. DAWES. I was, when called to order in 
the way which occurred to me on the opus of the 
moment, endeavoring to impress upon the House 
the propriety of observing order. I was, there- 
fore, the last man who intended to violate the rules 
of order. And 1 was also expressing my surprise 
that anybody in the House should be found who 
would say that he would willfully and intention- 
ally violate the rules of the House. 

{ expressed myself in as strong language as [ 
could, by saying that I should desire to see the 
man who would do it. I do.not believe that the 
member from Alabama, [Mr. Coss]—for I un- 
derstand now, from the member from South Car- 
olina, (Mr. Kerrt,] that it would be out of order 
to call him **the gentleman from Alabama’’— 
really intended, by making a profert of himself at 
thattime,to say that he did intend willfully to vi- 
olate the rules of the House. I say further, Mr. 
Speaker, that no man has my personal regard 
more than the member from Alabama, [Mr. 
Coss.] I know his good nature. I know his in- 
tense desire, in spite of what would be the infer- 
ence from his submitting himself as a profert, 
when I asked to see the man who would say he 
would intentionally and willfully violate the rules 
of this House, in spite of himself, I believe he 
means to observe therules of the House. I merely 
meant, when the member from Alabamadid make 
an exhibition of himself in that manner, to ex- 
press my surprise that he should, above all others, 
present himself under these circumstances. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in 
regard to the motion of censure on my colleague 
for uttering what, it appears to me, no man who 
has a regard for himself as a gentleman would 
fail to say for himself, what he has said, that he 
considered it improper and ungentlemanly con- 
duct willfully and intentionally to violate the rules 
ofthe House. The other member from Alabama 
[Mr. Houston] was pleased immediately to apply 
these remarks to himself. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Let me say to the 
gentlemay from Massachusetts, that the words 
taken down do not bear himout. My colleague 
merely said that if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Tray] intended to apply his re- 
marks to him, he would pronounce con false. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust that my colleague did 
mean this—if he did not, I mean it now: I say, 
as my colleague said, that if I ever insisted on 
speaking, when I am clearly out of order, I should 
consider myself guilty of gross impropriety, not 
only as a member of the aa but as a gentle- 
man. Now, sir, my colleague spoke that for him- 
self; but 1 mean to say that every member of the 


House should say it for and of himself; and I say | 


that the member from Alabama (Mr. Hovusten] 
who felt called upon, by the circumstances of the 
case and by the course of conduct that had preceded 
his remarks, to insist on applying it to himself, 
should have stopped to consider whether, after 
all, it was not a coat that fitted. 

1 have to say further, sir, that I trust, and I 
know, my colleague has enough sense of self- 


respect, and has enough of respect for the hundred | 
thousand freemen who sent him here, none of | 


whom does he own, and none of whom owns him, 
to say on this floor, in respect to himself, and to 
say it in such language as that it becomes every 
member of the House to apply it to himself also, 
that he should consider it ere on his 
part to insist, knowingly and intentionally, on 
violating the rules of the House. That is all that 
my colleague has said. I was glad to hear him 
say that he meant what he said, and would stand 
by it. { want to see if this House will censure 
him for uttering this truth. I want to see the 
record of the names of those who would censure 


my colleague for saying here, in this House, that, | 


so far as concerned himself, he would consider it 
wngentlemanly on his part to attempt to violate 
its rules. I, for one, am prepared to vote on that 
quesuon. I trust that every other member of the 
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House is also prepared to vote on it; and letit go 
to the country how many of us come here and 
willfully violate the rules of the House, and cen- 
sure a man for saying that, so far as he himself 
isconcerned, he should consider itungentlemanly, 
on his part, to attempt it. Let the vote be taken 
and let the record be exhibited. 

That isall I have to say; and now I call the pre- 
vious question on the amendment. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ILappeal to the gen- | 


tleman from Massachusetts to withdraw that mo- | 


tion for one object. Itis this: neither of these 
entlemen has had the opportunity to explain. 
he House is entitled to an explanion, and the 
rule contemplates an explanation. I ask, there- 
fore, that these —— be requested, either 
both or one of them, at their option, to rise in 
their places and explain. 


Mr. HICKMAN. [rise toa question of order. 


[ call any aes to order who speaks now | 
] If either | 


under a call for the previous question. 
of the gentlemen concerned desires to address the 
House he would say so. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman tet Alabama to 
censure the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Traty;] and on that the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Dawes] calls for the previous ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to withdraw the 
previous question for a moment. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ciall 
on ing to the House on it I will withdraw the 
call for the previous question. Otherwise, I shall 
insist on it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to under- 
stand whether the call for the previous question 
is withdrawn unqualifiedly or not? 

Mr. DAWES. It is not withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to a point 
oforder. By virtue of the amendment, the case 
of another member of the House is introduced 
into the resolution for the consideration of the 
House. According totherule, thatmember should 
be permitted to explain; but before that explana- 
tion is permitted, the House is proceeding to vote 
on his case. I hold that, until permission be given 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts to explain, 
any vote on the resolution affecting him is out of 
order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, in regard 
to this subject-matter of explanation, that I must 
protest against gentlemen on thisside of the House 
constantly asking for the privilege, for the per- 
mission to make an explanation, when no dispo- 
sition has been manifested, on the part either of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts or the gentle- 
man from Alabama, to make an explanation. I 
know, and the House knows, that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts does not intendto make any 
explanation in regard to his conduct; for he is sat- 
isfied with it, I have reason to believe, he having 
been sustained, as I supposed him to have been, 
by the remarks which were submitted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that these remarks 
are out of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The previous question 
has been withdrawn, I understand. 

Mr. DAWES. It has not been. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I simply desire to 
say, that I hope members on this side will not ask 
again for the privilege of an explanation, until an 
explanation is offered to be made. 

r. HILL. The gentleman frony Massachu- 
setts, at my request, withdraws the previous ques- 
tion to allow me to say a word. (Coud cries of 
** Question! i 

Mr. DAWES. I stated distinctly that if either 
the gentleman from Alabama or my colleague de- 
sired to say anything, | would withdraw the pre- 
vious question; otherwise I would not. 

Mr. HILL. Will not the Chair recognize me? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; ifthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts withdraws the demand for the pre- 
vious question; but he does not. 

Mr. BURNETT called for tellers on seconding 
the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Hitx] requests me to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 


9 


If either of the gentlemen spe- | 
interested in the resolution desires to say | 
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| forthe gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. ners 
| With that understanding, and for that purpose, 
|| will withdraw it. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state 
one fact to the House: that after the main ques- 
|, tion has been ordered, it is the opinion of the 
|, Chair that either of the gentlemen [Mr. Houston 
| or Mr. Tran] will be at liberty to make any re- 
| 
} 





marks under the rules, 
ne HILL. That is all that I wish—nothing 
elise. 
Mr. WINSLOW. [rise to a question of order. 
|| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There is one ques- 
tion of order before the House—the point of order 
<r I raised; and I would like to have it de- 
cided, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that 
point of order. 
|| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I shall be 
obliged to take an appeal from that decision. I 
_ think the House owes it to itself to give permis- 
sion for explanations, whether the gentlemen avail 
|| themselves of it or not. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
| York will understand that the Chair has expressly 
| decided that, after the second of the previous 
|, question, either of the gentlemen will be at liberty 
to make explanations. 
| Mr. BARKSDALE. Does either of the gen- 
|, tlemen desire to do it? 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The rule requires 
| that the permission shall be given. 
Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I think, upon 
a short review of this matter, the House will find 
|| itself now out of order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 
| debate. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
| the gentleman from North Carolina is stating a 

point of order. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The Speaker will remember 
| that the true question now before the House is the 
| motion that I submitted to the House, and out of 

| which this matter has grown. My friend from 
| Massachusetts [Mr, Train] was proceeding to 
| 


| 





I object to any 


discuss that question when the colloquy occurred 

between him and the gentleman from Alabama, 
| out of which all this difficulty has arisen. It was 
| perfectly competent at that stage for any gentle- 
| man to call either of them to order; and the 
| Speaker was required to decide whether he was 
| in order or out of order. If the gentleman from 








Massachusetts was in order, the Speaker should 
| have directed him to proceed inorder. No mem- 
| ber had a right, at that stage of the proceedings, 
| to interpolate a vote ofcensure. It was the right 
| of the gentleman from Ohio to have the words of 
| thegentleman from*Alabama taken down, in order 
| that hereafter he might found a resolution of cen- 
} sure upon them; but pending the resolution which 
|| I have offered, and which is before the House, it 
|| was not in order to offer any other resolution, I, 
|| therefore, submit that the resolution of the gen- 
|| tleman from Ohio is out of order, and that the 
| House ought to proceed with the consideration of 
my resolution. 
| ‘The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
| the point of order is not well taken, and if it were, 
| it comes too late. The whole question has been 
| discussed. 
| Mr. BURNETT. I was misinformed in refer- 
| ence to the state of the question. The proposi- 
| tion, as | understand it—and | want to know if I 
am right—is to insert the name of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURNETT. That is offered as an amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then, of course, I do not 
ask for a division of the proposition. I do not in- 
tend to vote to censure cither of the gentlemen. 

Tellers were ordered on the demand for the 
ner question; and Messrs. Burrinton and 

URNETT were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 85, noes 63. 

So the previous question was seconded, 

The question then being, ‘‘ Shall the main ques- 

| tion be now put?’ 

Mr. SICKLES demanded the yeas and nays. 

| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BOCOCK. Will the Chair entertain a mo- 
tion now to lay the whole subject on the table? 
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The SPEAKER. That motion would be in | in order without the consent of the House. I ask been 


order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
{Cries of ** Oh, no!’ and * Withdraw it!’’] Well, 
| withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. HATTON. B 
proceeding will result in no good, but in much 
harm, | renew the motion to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. In making the motion, I do not 
wish to be understood as expressing any opinion 
in reference to the conduct of these gentlemen. I 
make the motion because I believe this proceed- 
ing can result in nogood. I donot indicate how 
I would vote if I were called upon to vote on the 


proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. I make |) “ ; ey . n 
|, Reyee, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 


the motion to lay on the table in good faith. 
Mr. BURCH demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 70, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS--Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Boeock, Bonham, 
Boteler, Boyce, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, 
Clopton, Jom Cochrane, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Crawtord, Curry, Davidson, Dimmick, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
Jolin ‘Il’. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Holman, William Howard, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Landrum, 
Logan, Love, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mont- 
camery, Sydeuham Moore, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, Pryor, 
Qluaries, Reagan, James C. Robinson, Ruthin, Schwartz, 
Sickles, Simms, Singleton, Willlam Smith, Stallworth, 
lames A. 
ligham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, 
wd Wright—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad 
rain, Aldrich, Alleu, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buffin- 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 


ion, 


I make that motion, then. | 


Believing that this whole | 


Stewart, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Vallan- | 


Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Farus- | 


worth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Graham, 
Grow, Garley, Hale, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, William 
\. Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Jankin, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWit'C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
vecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, McKean, I eKnignt, 
MePherson, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 


Edward Joy Morris, Nelson, Perry, Petiit, Porter, Potter, || 


Vote, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
venus, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Fieaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Ver- 
ree, Waklron, Watton, Eilinu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff—100, 


So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
on the table. : 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he had paired off with 
Vir. Penp.eron. 


Mr. NLXON stated that he had paired off with | 


Mr. Scorr, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. TAYLOR stated he had paired off with 
Vr. Buarr 

Mr. BRABSON said: | was_not within the bar 


o . 
when my name was called; but 1 desire to say | 
that, believing the House of Representatives ts no | 


place to settle personal quarrels, I should have 
vated to lay the whole subject on the table, if I 
ld been in when my name was called. 


| 
| 
of the House is desirous of having the question 
| 
| 
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the consent of the House to make the motion. 
Objection was made. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 79; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Charies F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
ley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bing- 
|| ham, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Bur- 
|| lingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, 
| Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, 
Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, William A, Howard, 
| Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Kenyon, Killinger, Lee, Long- 
| necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Por- 
ter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 


Stewart, Stratton, ‘Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, ‘Tompkins, 
Trimble, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Win- 
dom, and Woodrutf—91. 


NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Allen, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Bouligny, Boyce, Briggs, Bristow, 
Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, 
Cobb, John Cochrane, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, 

| Davidson, Dimmick, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, 
| Hamilton, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Uol 
j man, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, 
Keitt, Kilgore, Lamar, Landrum, James M. Leach, Logan, 
Love, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, Mckae, 
Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, 
Niblack, Noell, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, James C. 
| Robinson, Ruttin, Schwartz, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Webster, Whiteley, 
| Winslow, and Wright—79. 

So the main question was ordered to be now 

| put, 
, 
sefore the vote was announced, 
Mr. CASE stated that he had patred for the 
balance of the day with Mr. Sarrn, of Virginia. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I beg now to make another 
appeal to the House to allow this matter to go 
over until to-morrow. 

Several MemBers objected. 

Mr. LAMAR. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
Mr. KEITT. I move that, when the House 
| adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
| Mr. BARKSDALE called for the yeasand nays 
on the latter motion. 
The — and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. lask the House 
to allow me to make just a suggestion. One por- 
| tion of this House is anxious to have a vote upon 
| this question. They are desirous of having a 
direct vote upon the resolution, and upon the 
amendment if it is insisted on. Another portion 





postponed until to-morrow, or until some future 
day; and they are certainly strong enough to order 
the yeas and nays upon any dilatory motion they 
may see fit to make. 

Now, thisis private bill day. We have already 
wasted three hours upon a matter foreign or ir- 
relevant to the legitimate legislation for the day. 
It is perfectly evident to me that no vote will be 


Mr. HILL said: | wish to say that I shall || reached upon the cm te resolution to-day, 


change my vote. 


1 do not think that we are going | 


lo urrive at any profitable conclusion. Ihave not | 


yet voted on this call; but 1 voted before against 
laying the subject on the table. I will go as far 


as any other man to vindicate the dignity of the | 


} 


House; but Ido not think that we shall arrive at | 


any profitable conclusion in this matter. The 
ttouse has so frequently been in disorder this 
session—not, by any means, by any fault of the 
Chair, L would say—but the occurrence of to-da 
was in keeping with a great many scenes which 
have transpired heretofore, and I do not see why 
this case should be made an exception. I there- 
fore vote “ay.”” 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, 


| 
| 


The question recurred upon ordering the main | 


question, on which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 
and nays will be withdrawn. 
Mr. WINSLOW. Would it be in order to 


1 think that it had better be postponed. I think 


that if we will take a little time to consider the | 


matter, tt will be easy enough for all of us to agree 
as to what course ought to be pursued. 


I hope the yeas | 


' 
} 
i 
i 
i 
} 


| 


The SPEAKER. The motion*to postpone is | 


not in order, the previous question having been 
scconded. 


Mr. WINSLOW. 


I know the motion is not | 


i 
j 
' 
j 
| 


and I appeal to the House, by general consent, to 
allow it to go over until another day, and let us 
take up the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a motion pending to 
censure my colleague; and I trust there will be a 
vote upon that motion before the House passes 
to other business. I give my consent to no ar- 
rangement that shall postpone that question. 
| Mr. WINSLOW. Whatis the question before 
| the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is upon the motion of the 
rentleman from South Carolina, that when the 
Flouse adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
withdraw that motion. 

Mc. KEITT, I will withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. LAMAR. I withdraw my motion, for the 
House to adjourn, for the ‘present. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I now make this question 
of order: that, other business having intervened, 





I hope the gentleman will 


| this resolution, proposing to censure members of 
move to postpone this question until to-morrow? | 


the House, for words spoken in debate, falls, un- 
der the rules. I ask for the decision of the Chair 
upon that question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, to 
the best of his ability, he supposes the House has 





| 
| 
| 


| 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


A 


| 





b in the consideration of this business all the 
time. 

| Mr. VERREE. I move to lay the 

the table. Yiue =ppeal upon 

| The motion was agreed to; and the decision of 

| the Chair was sustained as the judgment of the 

House. F 
The question then recurred on Mr. Wixstow? 

motion to lay the whole subject on the table. 
Mr. TOMPKINS. I desire to make this ques. 

tion. We have already twice refused to lay this 

| matter on the table; and l ask whether the motion 

| is again in order? 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes jt js, 

a vote having been taken on ordering the main 

question since the House last voted on a simila; 

motion. 

| Mr. WINSLOW. [ask for the yeas and nays 

| upon the motion. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| 


| 
| 
| 





The question was taken; and it was decided jn 
the negative—yeas 70, nays 99; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham 
| Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, Hor’ 
;ace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, John Cochrane, 


|| James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawtord, Curry, Davidson, 


Dimmick, Edmundson, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartre|) 
Hamilton, Hardeman, John 'T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Hol. 
man, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones 


| Keitt, Lamar, Landrum, Logan, Love, Maclay, McQueen’ 


McRae, Miles, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Nibjack 
Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan’ 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Schwartz, Sickles, Singlcton, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Thomas, Under 
wood, Vallandigham, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wrigit— 
70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad. 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Carter, Cobb, Coliax, Covode, Cox, Dawes, Delano, Duel, 
| Gitiner, Eliot, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, Frencli, 


Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick, 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, 
| William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt ¢. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love- 
joy, Mallory, Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Nelson, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sherman, William N. fl. 
Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Waiton, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Wells, Windom, and Woodrufl—29. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. VERREE said that his colleague, Mr. 
Junky, had paired with Mr. Hamn.ron. 

Mr. COLFAX announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Kircore, had paired with Mr. Fovke. 

Mr. STOUT said he had paired with Mr. Per- 
TIT on this vote. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD said, that since he made the 
point of order which the Speaker a few minutes 
since overruled, he had examined the question, 
and was satisfied the Speaker was right. 

Mr. LAMAR moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, called for 
the _ and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. +e 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 60, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, 
Boteler, Boyce, Brabson, Burch, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, 
Cobb, Corwin, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawtord, 
Curry, Davidson, Duell, Edwards, Etheridge, Foster, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Hill, Holman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Logan, 
Love, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Montgomery, 
Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Simms, Singleton, Stallworth, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, Stout, Thomas, Vance, Web- 
ster, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wriglit—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, 
Bristow, Buttinton, Burlitigame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
ae Colfax, Cox, Dawes, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- 
ham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Humphrey, Irvine, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. 





Leath, Lee, eeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Milison, 


Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Potter, 
Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Schwartz, Sherman, Spaulding. Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruil—90. 


So the House refused, to adjourn. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I now submit the propo- 


sition that this question be postponed until Mon- 
day next. I beli 


that motion is in order, and 
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| propose to say a single word upon it. I will, 
however, first hear the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, who, I believePdesires to say a word. 
Mr. DAWES. I merely desire to say that [ 
think it is due to my colleague, while this amend- 
ment is pending, that there should be no postpone- 
ment. When there has been a vote upon that 
amendment, the resolution may then be post- | 
poned, if gentlemen desire it, so far as I am con- | 
ce ned. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Do you wish his name 
inserted in the resolution ? 
Mr. DAWES. Ido not; but I want a vote on | 
the motion, I want to see who will put his name | 
on record for censuring my colleague for saying | 
i 











he would not violate the rules of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that the same reason | 
which induces him to desire that there should be | 
a yote upon the amendment might induce gentle- | 
men on this side of the House to desire a vote 
upon the resolution; but I think this question had | 
better be postponed until Monday. The House 
will by that time be in a better temper, and both 
these gentiemen will be in a better temper. The 
question is in precisely the same condition in re- 
gard to one of these gentlemen that it is in regard 
to the other; and the samc reasons which induce 
the friends of one gentleman to desire a vote also 
apply with equal force to the other side; but I 
think it is better that the matter should be post- 

oned. 

Mr. CARTER. 
the House? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 

one. 

Mr. CARTER. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The motion itself is not in 
order, except by unanimous consent, the main 
question having been ordered. 

Mr.CRAWFORD, The Chairisright. I had | 
forgotten that the main question had been ordered. | 
1 move to reconsider the vote by which the main | 
question was ordered. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Did the gentleman vote in | 
the affirmative ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If there was a record | 
made, ! presume I voted in the negative, and will, 
therefore, withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say again, that while 
the name of my colleague is proposed to be in- 
cluded in this resolution, I think it is due to hin, | 
and to his friends, when they desire it, that the 
question should be settled whether he is to be in- 
cluded in the vote of censure. After that is 
settled, if the gentleman from Alabama, or his 
friends, desire time to consider the question | 
whether he is deserving the censure of the House, | 
lam willing to give him time, so faras I am con- 
cerned. [speak only for myself. 

Mr. BOTELER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered. I voted | 
in the affirmative, and have, therefore, a right to | 
make the motion. 

I desire to say that I think this whole contro- 
versy is unprofitable, and I desire to see it brought | 
toa close. 

Mr. HICKMAN, I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion, 

Mr. COLFAX. I insist, if gentleman are de- 
termined to make these fillibustering motions, | 
that tellers shall be ordered on every call for the 
yeas and nays; and I now call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Aprain and 
Cotrax were appointed. 

The tellers reported—ayes thirty-eight. 

Mr. CURRY. I insist that both sides shall 
be counted. 

Mr. COLFAX. The Constitution provides 
that one fifth can order the yeas and nays. 

Mr CURRY. How can the Speaker tell that 
one fifth has voted for the yeas and nays, unless | 
the House is divided ? 

‘ beg SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are or- 
ered, 

Mr. CURRY. My desire is to accommodate 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do | 
how adjourn. 
Mr. RUFFIN demanded tellers. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. WasHBuRN, | 
of Maine, and Barr were appointed. 


What is the question before 


It is the motion to post- | 
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The question was twken; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 38, noes 73. 
The SPEAKER. The House refuses to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. KEITT. There is no quorum present; | 
and we cannot proceed without a quorum. 

Mr. WINSLOW. It is obvious, from the last | 
vote, that there is no quorum present; and I there- | 
fore move that there be a call of the House, and 
on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. There cannot 
be a call of the House while the main question is 
pending. The rules prevent it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has 
been decided in the negative. 

Mr. KEITT. There was no quorum present 
on that vote. 

The SPEAKER. 
rum to adjourn. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Will not this 
be the first thing in order in the morning ? 

The SPEAKER. It certainly will. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Is it not the 
first thing in order now? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then I hope 
we will go on with it, and dispose of it this even- | 
ing. 

Mr. KEITT. I move that when the House | 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. On that motion I 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I hope the gentleman will | 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I withdraw the 
call. 

Mr.FLORENCE. [havea question of higher | 
privilege, which I wish to submit to this House 
at this time. Ithink.that it will hold out an olive 
branch. I have been vindictively assailed by two 
members of this House. (Cries of ‘*Order!’’] 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn over until Monday. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I give notice that I will | 
call up my question of privilege as soon as I can 
get an opportunity. [Cries of ‘*Order!”’ “Or- | 
der!’’] I would like to tender itnow,Ao pour oil | 
upon these bitter waters. [Cries of “Order! 
“Go on!”?] When the House is vindicating it- 
self, I want itto do the work fully. 

Mr. HICKMAN. .-I call the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order; and I insist that, under the | 
rules, he shall be required to take his seat. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I take my seat, giving no- | 
tice that | will call up my matter as soon as I can. | 
I intend to be vindicated from unjust aspersions. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. RUFFIN demanded the yeas and nays. | 
Mr. COLFAX demanded tellers on the yeas | 

| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cotrax and 
Keitr were appointed, 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 
ayes 29, noes 84. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered, (more than 
one fifth voting in the affirmative.) 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 69, nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, 
Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Boyce, Briggs, Burnett, Horace 
F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Colfax, Corwin, Burton Craige, Crawford, Dimmick, Ed- 
mundson, English, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, John T. 
Harris, Hill, Holman, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Keiu, La- 
mar, Landrum, Logan, Love, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, 
Miles, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Edward Joy Mor- 
ris, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Kea- 
gan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Schwartz, Simms, 
Singleton, William N. Ul. Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, 
Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—69. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Asbley, Beale, Bingham, 
Blake, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
ter, Covode, Dawes, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- 
ham, Grow, Gurley, Hardeman, Hatton, Helmick, Hick- 
man, William Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Irvine, William Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. Leach, James 
M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Luomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
Marston, Muynard, eKean, McKnight, McPherson, Mili- 
son, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Perry, Pettit, Porter, | 
Potter, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, | 
Royce, Sherman, Sraulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, | 
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Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vande- 
ver, Van, Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff—90, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
During the vote, ’ 
| Mr. CURRY stated that he was paired for the 
| oF with Mr. Hoarp. 
Mr. THOMAS stated that Mr. Davipson was 
| paired with Mr. Tuaver. 
Mr. ADRAIN said: I am satisfied that we can- 


not have a vote on the resolution this evening; 


The vote was announced as above recorded. 
The question recurred on the motion to lay 


} 7 ; 
| and I change my vote, and vote in the affirmative. 


| upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the main question was ordered to be 


i} put. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 


|| the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 61; as follows: 
It does not require a quo- || 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buthnton, Burtin- 
gaine, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, 
Colfax, Corwin, Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, De- 
lano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, William A. 
| Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
| DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 

Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Nib. 
lack, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher Rob- 
iuson, Royce, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stokes, Strat- 
ton, Tappan, Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Waldron, Etlibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Windom, and Woodrufi—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, 
Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Briggs, Burch, 
Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Burton Craige, Crawtord, Dimmick, Edmundson, Gartrefl, 
Hardeman, Jobn 'T’. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Holman, Haghes, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Logan, Love, 
Maclay, MeQueen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Ro 
inson, Ruffin, Schwartz, Simms, Singleton, William N. H. 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, ‘Thomas, 
Underwood, Vance, Webster, Winslow, and Wright—61. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Fiorence, was paired for the day with his 
other colleague, Mr. Hickman. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE stated that Mr. Lan- 
pruM was paired with Mr. Stanton. 

Mr. MALLORY stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Crarg, of New York. ; 

Mr. McRAE stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Reyno.ps. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, stated that he 
was paired with Mr. Love. 

Mr. WINSLOW stated that Mr. Payor was 
paired with Mr. Moore, of Kentucky. 

The vote was announced as above recorded, 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to have 
the attention of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Snerman.] Theoccurrences ofthis morning must 
have been a subject of regret with all the mem- 
bers of the House. Lam sure that, upon calm 
reflection, no one can regret more than my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston] the breach of order 
into which he was betrayed. I do not propose 
to say one word in illustration of the circum- 
stances which induced this violation of the de- 
corum of the House. I have known the gentle- 
man from Alabama long enough to be satisfied 
that he must feel assured that it is due, not only 
to this body but to himself, that he should say 
to the House that he regrets any violation of its 
rules, I fear, sir, that a false pride may have 
more to do with the delay in making this acknow!l- 
edgment than any other consideration; and I feel 
assured—nay, | may speak even more positively, 
and say I have no doubt—that if the gentleman 
from Ohio will withdraw the resolution which he 
introduced this morning, for the purpose of allow- 
ing the gentleman from Alabama to address the 
House, a solution of this question will be found 
which will be compatible with the dignity of this 
body, and with the honor of the gentleman impli- 
cated by the resolution. Will the gentleman 
accede to ee a ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 certainly would not vote 
for a resolution of censure in the face of an ex- 
planation or an apology made by the gentleman 
sought to be censured; nor do I feel disposed to 
let this resolution before the House stand as a 
bar to prevent an explanation on the pert of the 
gentleman from Alabama. On the declaration of 
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the gentleman from Virginia, I willingly with- 
draw my resolution temporarily, in order to en- 
able the gentleman from Alabama to say what he 





desires to say. At the same time, I will say that | 
1 bave had no personal feeling in this matter. If 
the resolution will make gentlemen hereafter more | 


cautious in debate, | will have accomplished a 
good result. 


Mr. COBB. It may be proper, then, for me 


to say that if the gentleman from Ohio withdraws || 
. . | 
his resolution, I voluntarily withdraw my amend- 


ment, 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


been no moment to-day since the oceurrence of 


the morning when I was not willing, as my friends || 
very well know, (if I had been permitted to enjoy || 


the rights that | thought 1 was entitled to under 
the rules,) to have offered reparation to the House 


for any violauion | may have committed of its | 
But at once a proposition for a censure | 
was presented; and while thatresolution was pend- | 


rules. 


ing I did not feel that 1 was at liberty to make 


any statement whatever in relation to the trans- | 


action. I would have preferred, at any moment, 


to have taken a censure rather than to have made || 
an explanation, which otherwise I would have 


promptly done. 
Now, sir, lam free to say that the remarks 


made by me this morning were made under cir- | 


cumstances of momentary excitement; and, in the 
language of the gentleman from Virginia, I am 
quite as willing to say that, so far as they show a 
want of respect for the House, | regretit. | would 
not purposely show a want of such respect; and I 
have no false pride that would prevent me from 
making proper reparation if | thought I had erred. 
And in that view of the case, I desire to make this 
explanation to the House, for having been ted into 
a violation of its rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
made by the gentleman from Alabama as satisfac- 
tory; and therefore, with the leave of the House, 
I withdraw my resolution. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
withdrawn. 


And then,on motion of Mr. ADRAIN, (at four | 
o’clock and forty-five minutes, p. m.,) the House 


adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, June 2, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


yous rday morning, and which, I think, may be 
disposed of now ina short time. I move to take 
it up. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- | 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 168) | 
to amend an act entitled ** An act to ascertain and | 
settle private land claims in the State of Califor- | 


nia,”’ passed the 3d of March, 1851. 
Mr. FITCH. 
there be no objection. 


Mr. FESSEN DEN. Very well, The bill being 


taken up, | will allow morning business to be | 


received for a short time. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 


ate a report of the Secretary of War, in answer to 
a resolution of the Senate calling for information 
in relation to the sale of the Fort Snelling reser- 
vation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print a report 


of the Secretary of the Interior, communicating, | 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, | 


copies of certain papers in reference to Jacob 
Hall’s mail route preémption case, reported in 
favor of printing the usual number; which was 
agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF PROPERTY. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to report a bill from 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 


and I ask that it be read twice. 

The bill (S. Ne. 488) in relation to malicious 
injuries to, and trespass upon, public and private 
property within the District of Columbia, was 
read twice by its title. 


|| papers. 


Mr. Speaker, there has 


| imous consent, the bill of the Senator from Indi- 


I regard the explanation | 





[ ask the Senate to take | 
up the bill (S. No. 168) that was partly finished 


I desire -to make a report, if | 


ornament, or other useful purpose, or shall mali- 
| ciously destroy, mutilate, or otherwise injure any | 
| statuary, monument, or other work of art, stand- | 


_ ished by imprisonment in jail not more than three 
| months, or by a fine not exceeding $100. 


——$_——— $$$ 
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Mr. BRIGHT. I would be glad if the Senator | 
from Maine would allow me to have the bill put | 
on its passage. I am sure it will take no time. It 
is short. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I make no objection. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desire to withdraw some 

[‘* Agreed !’’] 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 
| 
| 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the petition of Charles Taylor, of Vic- 
toria county, Texas, for compensation for services rendered 
and supplies advanced to the United States at Chicago, Il- 


| linois, during the Black Hawk war in 1832. 


GENERAL TOTTEN’S REPORT. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War communicate to the 


| Senate the report of Brevet Brigadier General J. G. Totten, 


chief engineer, of his late reconnoissance of the Pacific 
coast of the United States. 


PROTECTION OF PROPERTY. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot consent to so 
much overlapping. If merely formal business is 
received while the bill is before the Senate, I do 
not object; otherwise, I must insist upon going on 
with the bill, for I do not wish to lose time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a bill be- 
fore the Senate by a vote of the body. By unan- 


ana was allowed to be considered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There was unanimous 
consent for that bill, but there was no further con- 
sent for anything else. 


s 3 7c) Ne ; ‘ ° . 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The only business |! upon justices of the peace the power of punishing 
_in order, except by unanimous consent, is to read || these petty offenses. However, I will call it up 


|| again on Monday. 


the bill introduced by the Senator from Indiana. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will state,in as few words as 
possible, the necessity for the passage of this bill; 
and if there be any objection, I shall withdraw | 
the request for its present consideration. As the 
law now stands, the district criminal court only 
has jurisdiction of the class of offenses intended | 
to be punished by it; consequently, many acts of | 





The attention of the committee that report this 


willful trespass go unpunished. } 
| 


bili has been specially called to the subject by a | 
/ correspondence between the Commissioner of || 


Public Buildings and Grounds and the Secretary | 
of the Interior; the former representing to the 
latter that one of the squares or circles containing 
statuary had been so trespassed upon as to render 
it necessary to employ a watchman, and asking 
authority to do so, which was granted for the 
time being; and a recommendation from both of 
these officers has been sent to the committee that 
report this bill, in favor of legislation, independ- | 
ent of the reasons given by these officers, which | 
I deem quite sufficient for urging the passage of | 
a law on thissubject. There have been various 
appeals from other quarters entitled to considera- 
tion. That a law of this kind is demanded for 
the protection of property in the District, public 
and private, no one at all acquainted with the 
condition of things here will deny. The penal- 
ties imposed for the offenses described are those 
usual in most of the States;and the bill proposed 
derives its chief value from the facilities it affords 
for reaching offenders. It gives to justices of the 
peace the power, subject to appeal to the court, 
that, under the law as it now stands, has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction. 

The bill was read. It provides that every | 
person who shall willfully and maliciously, or 
wantonly and without cause, in the District of 
Columbia, cut down or destroy, or by girdling, 
lopping, or otherwise, injure any fruit or other 
tree, not his own, standing or growing for shade, | 





ing or being on land not his own, or shall mali- 
ciously break down or injure any fence inclosing 
or belonging to another’s land, or shall maliciously 


| sever from the freehold of another any product |) 


thereof, or anything attached thereto, shall be pun- 


It also 


by carrying away any kind of timber or wood cut 




















provides that every person who, in the District, 
without color of right, shall willfully commitany 


i 
trespass, by cuttting down or destroying any tim- | 
‘ 


ber or wood standing on the land of another, or 
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down or lying on such land, or by digging Up or 
carrying away any stone ore, gravel, clay, sand 
turf, or mold, from such land, or any roots, fruit’ 
or plant there being, or by cutting down or car. 
rying away any grass, hay, grain, or corn, stand- 
ing or being on such land, shall be punished 
imprisonment in jail not more that sixty days, or 
by a fine not exceeding sixty dollars, , 

It further provides that every person who, in 
the District, without color of right, shall willful 
commit any trespass by entering upon the garden 
orchard, or other improved land of another, with 
intent to cut, take, carry away, destroy, or injure 
the trees, grain, grass, hay, fruit, or vegetables 
there growing or being, shall be punished by an 
imprisonment in jail not more than forty days, or 
by a fine not exceeding fifty dollars. 

Justices of the peace are to have exclusive 
original jurisdiction in all cases mentioned in the 


| act, saving, however, to any party convicted he. 


fore a justice the right to a trial by jury, on his 
appeal to the criminal court. 

Mr. HALE. I would prefer thatthe bill should 
lie over. It seems to me that some of its features 
are most ferocious. It makes a mere trespass 
upon any inclosure a criminal offense, and throws 


| down the distinetion which has been maintained 


by the common law forever betweena felony and 


a trespass. I wish it to lie over until to-morrow, 


that I may look into it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ofcourse, as the consideration 
of the bill is objected to, it must lie over; but | 
will say that it is not subject to the objection made 
by the eaten from New Hampshire. The object 
of the bill, as I have stated, is mainly to confer 


‘Mr. HALE. I move that the bill lie on the 
table for the present. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
ams had passed a bill (No. 804) providing for 
the punishment of marshals and deputy marshals 
of the United States, or other ministerial officers, 
for permitting the escape of prisoners in their 
custody; in which the concurrence of the Senate 


| was requested. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 
A message from the President of the United 


States, by Mr. Bucnanan, his Secretary, an- 
| nounced that the President approved and signed, 
| on the Ist instant, an act (S. No. 299) to increase 


and regulate the pay of the Navy of the United 
States. 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I must insist on the reg- 
ular order of business. 1 cannot give way to 
anything else. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There isa bill be- 
fore the Senate. Does the Senator from Maine 
insist that it shall be considered ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the bill (S. 
No. 168) to amend an act entitled **An act to ascer- 
tain and settle private land claims in the State of 
California,”’ passed the 3d of March, 1851, is be- 
fore the Senate, the pending question being on the 
motion of the Senator from Lowa [Mr. Grimes] 
to strike out the seventh section, which is in these 
words: 

Sec. 7. “ind be it further enacted, That for the perform- 
anee of the duties imposed by this act, and the act to which 
this is an amendment, there shall be allowed to the judges 
of the northern and southern districts of California, as fol- 
lows: To the judge of the northern district such a sum as 
will, when added to his fixed and permanent salary allowed 
by law and received by him, make his compensation amount 
to the sun of $6,000 per annum, and such additional com- 
pensation to be computed trom the Ist day of Janualy, 
1852; and to the judge of the southern district such a sum 
as will, when added to his fixed and permanent salary al- 
lowed by law and received by him, make his compensation 
amount to the sum of 3,500, such compensation to be 
computed aad allowed from the date of his appointinentto 


| said ofhee, and to continue each for two years from aud 


after the passage of this act. 


Mr. HALE. I hope thatsection will be stricken 
out. Eversince 1 have had the honor of a seat 
here, this subject of the salaries of the district 
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: ° I} os .. ‘ 
“udecs has been a matter of consideration. I do | time that this judge was performing the duties for 


not know how many attempts have been made || 
by various bills to raise the salary of this and || 
that judge. A few years ago Congress took the || 


whole subject up and raised the salaries of all the | 
Now, it appears to me, thatthis | 


district judges. 2 
is the mostexceptionable, and the most highly ex- 
ceptionable, form in which a proposition of this 


tion to raise his salary, but to go back and say 
that, forthe performance of the duties assigned by 
this and another act, he shall have retroactively 
a salary amounting to $6,000, beginning in 1852. 

It is said that it is a peculiar case. 


ir, there | 


will always be peculiar cases; and if you set this | 
vrecedent, I venture to say we shall never get | 


rid of applications of this sort. 
proposition to pick out a judge here and there 


and raise his salary, separating him from the gen- | 


I thM®Mk thata | 


eral system, is bad enough; but to undertake to || 
say that because, by virtue of certain acts, his | 
duties have been increased and are to be increased, | 


you will go back and give him such a sum, ap- 
ears to me the most objectionable form in which 
itcan be put. Pass this bill, and next you will 
have an ere from the district judge of the 
district of Vermont- 

Mr. FOOT. No. 

Mr. HALE. I think I know something about 
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which it is now proposed to compensate him, the 
judges of the supreme court of the State of Cal- 
ifornia were each getting $10,000 a year, and the 
district judges of the State were all getting $7,500; 
and when this gentleman accepted this office, un- 
der the circumstances stated in the Senate yester- 


| day, a memorial came from the Legislature of the 
sort hasever been presented. Itis nota proposi- || 


State of California, (as well as one from himself,) 
asking that his compensation should be fixed pro- 
ortionate to the duties imposed on him. He has 
een a constant applicant to Congress from that 
time to the present. Now you propose, in addi- 
tion to what he has already done, to impose ad- 
ditional labors on him» Why, sir, the district 
attorney for the northern district of California (the 
district over Which this judge presides) received 


| from Congress $10,000 additional pay for his ser- 
vices in these land suits. In addition to this sum, | 


he had clerk hire, amounting to some three thou- 
sand six hundred dollars. I would also state that 


for these dutics imposed a this judge by act | 
to three commission- | 


of Congress, there was paic 


|| ers $6,000 a year cach at first, and subsequently 


that judge as well as my honorable friend. You | 
will have from the district of New Hampshire; | 
you will have from the district of Maine; you | 


will have from all these small districts, applica- 
tions with 


those judges, compelled them to go from Maine 
and from New Hampshire to Boston, and from 
Vermont to New York, to hold district courts and 
do additional duties which have been imposed on 
them within a short time and since the salary was 
fixed. 

[have not a word to say in detraction of the very 
high encomiums which have been passed on the 
character of this judge. I am inclined to believe 
them all and to credit them all. 
have some such judges, and I rejoice that gentle- 
men have deemed it a suitable occasion to pass 
encomiums of this character on this judge.’ I wish 


to God they would increase the list, and go on || 


and say the same thing of some other judges, and 
of all other judges. I would not gainsay a word 
of it; but, sir, I would not degrade the character 
of the judge by parading his high official integrity 
here as areason why you should gointo the Treas- 
ury and pay him an extra compensation more 
than his salary as fixed by law, because he has 
been a high, incorruptible, and an exemplary 


uite as much reason as this, because, | 
by virtue of law you have increased the duties of | 


I rejoice that we | 





judge. If his salary is not high enough, raise it; | 


am willing to double it if, in the opinion of those 
who are competent to express an opinion, his ser- 
vices and the public exigencies require it; but 1 
am utterly unwilling to pay by the job to this 


judge or any other,and to go back for eight years, | 


and say that in consideration of services which 
we now impose and which have been heretofore 
imposed, his salary shail be increased to this sum. 
| hope that the section will be stricken out; and 
if $6,000 is not cnough, give him more; give him 


just as much as you think he qognt to have; but | 


do not pay him in this way. I think it is objec- 
tionable to the worst, that the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamin] some time since 
said about these matters, when a proposition was 
made to increase the compensation of a judge in 
Michigan in this way. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senator from New 
Hampshire seems to be apprehensive that this 
will be establishing a precedent. Such is not the 
case, however. There has never been any in- 
Stance in the history of the Government where 
duties of this kind have been imposed upon a dis- 
trict judge that extra compensation has not been 
given to him. It was so in Mississippi; it was 
so in Louisiana; it was so in Arkansas; it was so 
in Missouri; and the last appropriation made by 
Congress was in 1847, for justsuch duties imposed 
upon the district judges of Missouri, which had 
been allowed to them for the preceding twenty- 
three years. Now, the object of this section is 
not to pay this judge for his mere integrity of 
character, It is to show an appreciation upon the 
part of Congress of the arduous labors of an offi- 
cer who has faithfully discharged his duty under 
Circumstances of a peculiar nature. At the very 


' 
| 
| 
} 





| 
| 
| 


| 


raised to $8,000 a year each—making $18,000 in 


| the first instance, and $24,000in the second. My 


colleague suggests to me that the district attorney | 


also received the additional $10,000 of which I 


_ have spoken, when he was receiving, at the same 





| nia is under a slight misapprehension. 


| time, $12,000 a year for his roe: 


Now, I say that every principle of justice de- 


| mands that Congress shall recognize and pay for 


the services of this faithful officer, who has pro- 
tected your Government and saved millions of 
dollars’ worth of property, by standing firm in the 
discharge of his dutics, to the eminent satisfaction 
of the people of California, as well as to the satis- 
faction of the country at large. You could not 
have got a respectable lawyer to fill the place for 
$3,500. Senators intimate that, if the judge was 
dissatisfied with his compensation, it was his duty 
to resign. Well, suppose he had resigned: you 
would then have had some common-place lawyer, 
unfit to discharge the duties, (who probably 
would have accepted,) and the result would have 
been loss to the Government in the settlement of 
these land cases, if not disgrace to the bench. 
Now, sir, I say it is just and honorable on the 
part of Congress—inasmuch as this judge has 


| saved money to the Government by his rigid and 


close investigation of all land cases, so volumin- 
ous and requiring so much labor—to recognize 
his services, by increasing his compensation as is 
proposed by this bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for this allowance; but the Senator from Califor- 
I hada 
precisely similar case befgye the Senate during 
this session, and, if | recollect aright, the Senator 
himself voted against it. A district judge of the 


|| State of Michigan was living upon a miserable 


pittance of $1,500 a year only, hardly enough to 
pay his house rent; and when I brought in a bill 
to pay him an extra compensation of $500 a year 
for performing the duties of a land commissioner, 
I believe the Senator voted againstit. [shall vote 
for this appropriation, because I believe it to be 
just, right, and proper; and I hope, when I bring 
in my bill again, that he will vote for it, and like- 
wise the Senator from Louisiana, for the same 
reason. The cases are parallel. 1 think this judge 


should have his $6,000, and I think that judge in | 


Michigan should have his $2,000 for the same 
reason—for performing similar duties. 

Mr. LATHAM. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken about my vote. 
it was certainly because I misunderstood it at the 
time. If I had understood it as he now states it, 
and it had as much merit as this bill has, cer- 
tainly I should have voted for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that there is a fundamental objection to the 
passage of this bill that cannot be gotover. There 
is a constitutional objection to it. I know it is 
urged upon us on the ground of precedent. The 
Senator from California refers to a precedent per- 
haps in Mississippi and several other precedents 
as a foundation for this bill. I think it was the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomzs] who once 
remarked in the Senate that he had very little re- 
spect for precedents; and | am very much of his 
opinion when I see how blindly we are disposed 


to follow these precedents. Now, sir, to my mind || 


[f I voted against the bill | 








| tion of the Constitution. ask 


for five or six years, more than you pay him as 
his permanent salary, is a plain, palpable viola- 
senators how it 


_ is possible to do this under this clause of the Con- 


stitution of the United States? 


“The judges both of the Supreme and inferior courts 
shall hold their offices during good behavior, and shall, at 


| Stated times, receive for their services a compensation, 
| which shall not be diminished during their continuance in 


office.”’ 


It is proposed by this bill to pay the judges for 
special services, which it is said they i ren- 
dered, going back to 1852, and reaching forward 
for two years longer. I say, sir, under the Con- 
stitution you cannot do that, 


Mr. LATHAM. Will the Senator from IIli- 


|, nois allow me to ask him a question? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LATHAM. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator how it was then that Congress raised the 
salaries of the judges of the Supreme Court from 
$6,000 to $8,000 by an act? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, there is no 


| difficulty in raising the salaries of the judges of 


| longer. 


the Supreme Court, nor in raising the salaries of 
the judges in California. The Constitution pro- 
vides that their salaries shall not be diminished; 
but you can raise the salaries to any amount you 
please. If this is simply a proposition to raise 
the salaries of the district judges in California, 
there is no constitutional objection to it; but itis 
something more than that. You propose to raise 
their salaries for a certain number of years pre- 
vious to the passage of this bill, and for two years 
You cannot do that. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator from Illinois 
will permit me, there is an extra duty imposed 
upon them by this bill, and two years will suffice 
for the performance of that duty, and then, the 
extra duties ceasing, the extra salary ceases. 
That is the ground. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, sir, I should like to 

ut the question tg the Senator from Louisiana, if 
be holds that unde¥ the Constitution of the United 
States you can reduce a judge’s salary after per- 
forming any judicial duty? You may impose upon 
the judge of one of your courts a duty not judi- 


| cial in its character; you may make him a com- 


| what it meant? 
of $6,000 a year from 1852 until 1862, as proposed 





a 


missioner; you may impose on him a duty not 
connected with his judicial office, and pay him for 
it; but does the Senator from Louisiana mean to 
say that you may pay a judge of a United States 
court for extra-judicial duties more one year than 
another; or rather, that you can diminish the 
salary at any time, under the Constitution of the 
country? Why,sir, when California was admitted 
into the Union, extra duties were imposed upon 
the judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Could you pay them a salary of $10,000 
for one year, until they got through with these 
special extra dutics, and the next year reduce the 
salary to $5,000? 

I ask the Senator from Louisiana what does the 
clause in the Constitution of the United States 
mean which says you shall not diminish the sal- 
ary of a judge? Does it mean nothing more than 
this: that you shall not diminish it while he has 
precisely the same duty to perform? Was that 
If you pay these judges a salary 


by this bill, they are entitled to that salary so 
long as they hold the office of judge. If that is 
the proposition, and it is proper to raise the sala- 
ries to that amount, let us so understand it, and 
not do it in this indirect way. Sir, it is as clearly 
and palpably unconstitutional, and every bill that 
was ever passed of this character is as palpably 
unconstitutional to my mind as it is possible to 
make a bill. There is nothing to sustain it buta 
precedent, and I am utterly astounded at the idea 
advanced by the Senator from Louisiana, that 
because extra-judicial duties are put upon the 
judge, you “e: pay him a specific sum for the 
extra-judicial duties, and then reduce the salary 
the next year. If the duties are judicial, he must 
erform them as a judge, and his salary can never 
e diminished after it is once increased, 

We have had this question up in the State of 
Illinois. Our Legislature has been striving in 
some way for years to increase the salaries of our 
judges. The constitution of our State was formed 
in 1847, at the time when there was great depres- 
sion in the country, and salaries were fixed very 


the proposition to pay a judge for judicial services, || low—as all our people admit, entirely too low— 
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but we have a clause in our constitution provid- 
ing that the salaries shall not be increased as well 
as diminished 
increased many fold since then, and the Legisla- 
ture has sought in various ways to devise some 


the judges; but it never occurred to them that be- 
cause their duties were increased, or new duties 
imposed upon them of a judicial character, they 
could increase their salaries. 

It seems to me, sir, that the idea that the salary 
is to continue for two years is palpably in the face 
of the Constitution, and I cannot vote for such a 
proposition as that. The officers in California 
may be very excellent men, and their salaries may 
be too low. If so, lam willing to increase them 
by a bill, to increase them permanently; but un- 
der no pretense like this, I never can vote fora 
bill that shall give a judge $6,000 for two years to 
come, and after that to give him but $4,000, or 
any other sum. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Tunderstand the argument 
of the Senator from Illinois really to amount to 
this: that a temporary increase of salary is a 
diminution of it. The Constitution prohibits the 
diminution of the judges’ salaries, and he says that 
prohibits a temporary increase of them, 
so consider it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not know whether I 
understand this provision, but from the reading 
of it, my objection is of a different kind from that 
of the Senator from Illinois. If I understand it 
aright, it proposes in effect to increase the judges’ 
salaries from 1852, giving one of them what is 
equal, 1 belis ve,to $6,000 a year from 1852. My 
objection is thatif you do that, 1 do not see upon 
what ground you are to resist similar applications, 
We have lately been increasing the salaries of al- 
most all of the officers of the Government. It was 
only the other day we passed a bill to increase 
the salaries of the naval officers. Why should 
not a man come to us and say: I am an old man, 
this increase will benefit me@ery little; I have 
been serving for thirty or forty years ata rate 
which youadmit is too low? Would not his equity 
be of the same kind with this? We have an 
increasing the salaries of all our clerks and diplo- 
mats and others, and even of members of Con- 
gress; and if you make a precedent of this kind, 
you leave the door open hereafter. I know that 
several applications have been made exactly of 
that kind within the last few years. A man holds 
an office and complains that he is not sufficiently 
compensated: you have increased my salary; that 


admits ! ought to have more, and I have performed | 
several years’ service atthe old eer [donot | 
rat kind. If | 


mean to vote for any proposition of t 
this judge has performed extra services, I am will- 


ing to vote him asum in gross, but not to go back | 
and increase the salary from 1852. [f lam wrong | 
in my understanding of this provision, then my | 
vote may be different; but looking on it in the | 


light I de, I cannot consent to vote for it in that 
shape. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator is right in his | 
understanding of the bill. 1 do not propose, how- || 
That point has | 


ever, to say anything further. 
been discussed, and we want to get a vote and 
to get the sense of the Senate. We have endeav- 
ored to answer the argument on that point, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before the vote is taken, 
in order to do what I think will obviate Senators’ 
objections, | will move to amend that seventh 
section, in the fifteenth line, so that it may read 
in this way: 

Such compensation to be computed and allowed from 
the date of his appointment to said office, and to continue 
during the performance of the additional services provided 
in this act; not to exceed two years from and after the pas- 
sage Of this act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. CLARK. That 
does not alter it at all 

Mr. HALE. Not atall. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Gentlemen say it does 
not. My friend from Vermont [Mr. Cotramer] 
and I are of a different opinion; and it is a matter 
of opinion entirely. It is very easy to lay down 
the law ex cathedra. I never pretend to do that, 
I can give an opinion upon it for what it is worth. 
Mr. President, | am of opinion, very modestly, 
of course, because I do not propose to know 
much about these matters, that there is really 
nothing in the objection made by the Senator 
from Lilinois; but to obviate any possibility of 


TH 


The duties of those judges have | 


Ido not 











|| objection, I suggested this amendment. This is, 


in fact, a commission. 
upon the judge; but they are not duties in their 


1 nature judicial. It is the settling of a mere ques- 
| tion of boundary—a matter of fact. 
scheme by which they could increase the salary of | 


The same 
duties that we impose now upon these judges 


| might be imposed upon a commissioner, or any- 
| body else, just as well out of court as in court. 
_ It is not in the nature of the action of a judicial 


tribunal at all. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Maine 


will allow me, my objection is based upon the | 


idea that they are judicial; and if you will look at 


the bill it provides that the judge shall give a judg- | 


ment. Now, a judicial proceeding is a proceed- 
ing Where a judgment is rendered. There is a 


provision in the bill for the taking of depositions. | 


All this business is to be done in courts. The 
parties are to be notified. I wish for no discus- 
sion upon a point that is not at issue; and I read- 
ily grant you may impose upon a man who holds 
the office of judge a duty that has nothing to do 
with his court—nothing to do with him asa judge, 
and where he does not act in the capacity of a 


judge, and pay him for it. That is settled. It | 
is, therefore, a matter of fact. If the Senator from || 
Maine insists that the duties imposed upon him | 
are not to be performed by him asa judge, and if |, 


the bill does npt so state, then I oeaey am in 


error; but L understand it does so state that it is | 


in his court, and as a judge, that he performs the 
duty. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly he is todo 
itin his court. I was saying, when the Senator 
interrupted me for an explanation, that I do not 
deem these duties asin their nature judicial. They 
are duties that might be imposed on a commis- 


sioner, or anybody, and are not necessarily of | 


that character. They relate simply to the settling 
of a question of boundary—a question of fact. 


| For the benefit of the United States we impose 
| this additional duty upon a particular person, and 
| we make it a matter of record. That person hap- 
| pens to be a judge, and it is part of the records of 
| his court. So far tt is judicial; but it is-not any- 


thing of the ordinary business of the court. It is 
extraordinary in its character and in its nature. 
It might have been done by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and has been done by the Secretary of 
the Interior heretofore. The returns were made 
to his office, and everything done there that is to 
be done here. It is merely transferring that por- 
tion of the executive duties to the judge of the 
court, and making a record of it among the rec- 
ords of his office. 

Now, sir, look at the provision. 


ceedings of the court. 
the duties heretofore imposed upon the Commis- 


sioner of Public Lands and the Secretary of the 
Interior. It is a very heavy, large, and burden- 


some duty, involving vast amounts of property, | 


not in the ordinary shape in which questions of 
property come in court, but in a new and totally 
distinct shape; and what do we say? We do not 
say the salary of the courts shall be increased. 
The language of the statute we propose to fix is 
very distinct : ** that, for the performance of the 
duties imposed by thisact,”’ the duties of this char- 
acter of a separate class, ‘‘and the act to which 
this is an amendment, there shall be allowed to 
the judges of the northern and southern districts 
of California, as follows: to the judge of the 
northern district such a sum as will, when added 
to his fixed and permanent salary allowed by law 
and received by him, make his compensation 
amount to the sum of $6,000 per annum,”’ &c. 
Then comes the las: line: ** and to continue each 
for two years from and after the passage of this 
act;’’ which is the limitation that the Senator ob- 
jects to. His real objection is that we are, in 


fact, giving him a permanent salary of $6,000 a | 


year. If it had that effect, I should not think it 
any great objection, under the circumstances; but 
I think it has not. My answer, therefore, is that, 
in terms, it does not raise his oe ta in terms, it 
negatives the idea of increasing his salary; in 
terms, it says he is to receive this additional com- 
pensation for these additional duties; and, as now 
Sores to be amended, when these additional 

uties shal] cease, his additional compensation 
will cease with it. Now, sir, I cannot for my 





| it strikes me his suggestion is one of those ob 
| tions of which we hear so much all over the 


The bill im- 
poses certain duties, of a character that I have |, 
designated, distinct emirely from the ordinary pro- 
Itis imposing upon the || 
judge of the district court of California a part of | 
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ee 


. is, | life see how that is brought under the provision 
We are imposing duties | 


of the Constitution suggested by the Seriator; and 


ree 
abe Sen- 
ate. Senators get up a constitutional difficulty 
when they cannot find any other that is a good 


| one. 


’ oan sir, one word with regard to the thing 
itself. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Let us take the vote; we 


| have but a few minutes left. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


{ am told that there are 


only three minutes left fora vote; and if there ig no 


one else to speak, I will give up the word I haq 
to say, and take the vote. 

Mr. LANE. I have no disposition to discuss 
this question. I only desire, in explanation of 
my vote, to say that the ground taken by the Sen. 
ator from Illinois is a good reason why I cannot 

vote, though I should luke to do so, for this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine proposes to amend the section, before the 


, motion is put on striking it out, by inserting, jp 


line sixteen, after the word ‘for,’’ the words 
‘and during the performance of the additional 
service required to be performed by this act, not 
exceeding;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Such compensation to be computed and allowed from the 
date of his appointment to said office, and to continue 
each for and during the performance of the additional ser- 
| vice required to be performed by this act, not exceeding two 
| years from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. GWIN. Does that cut off compensation 
for services rendered ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
anything. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


It does not strike out 


to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the motion to strike out the seventh sec- 
tion. 

| Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 

they were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. The section is not very long, 
and I should like to have it read. I did not hearit, 

The Secretary read the section, as amended, as 
follows: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, for the perform. 
ance of the duties imposed by this act, and the act to which 
this is an amendment, there shall be allowed to the judges 
| of the northern and southern districts of California, 2. fol- 
| lows: to the judge of the northern district such a suln as 


|, will, when added to his fixed and permanent salary allowed 


by law and received by him, make his compensation amount 
| to the sum of $6,000 per annum, and such additional com- 
pensation to be computed from the Ist day of January, 1852; 
and to the judge of the southern district such asum as will, 
when added to his fixed and permanent salary allowed by 
law and received by him, make his compensation amount 
to the sum of $3,500, such compensation to be computed 
and allowed from the date of his appointment to said office, 
and to continue each for and during the performance of the 
additional service required to be performed by this act, not 
exceeding two years, from and after the passage of this 
act. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of twelve 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair must call up the 
| special order. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope we shall be allowed 
| to take the vote. The debate is over. 
Mr. HALE. What is the special order? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the bill (H. 


|| R. No. 304) inviting proposals for carrying the 
| entire mail between the Atlantic and Pacific States 


on one line. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think we can now take 
the vote, and dispose of this subject one way or 
the other. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous con- 
sent, the special order will be postponed for the 

resent, to continue this bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope we shall be allowed 
to take the vote. ses 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection: 
The Chair calls up the special order at this hour, 
but by unanimous consent it will be laid aside, 
informally, to continue this bill. 

Mr. CLARK. I object. . 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘Then I move to postponeall 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the 
Army appropriation bill. I gave notice yester- 
day that I intended to move to take it 4 to-day. 

r. YULEE. If it is agreeable to the chair- 
man of the Committee on 
him to permit me to call up the veto message 0! 
the Presidentaipon the Arthur Edwards case, and 
| dispose of that before we take up his bill. 
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was understood that we should go on with the ap- 
propria bills. 

_YULEE. It has been delayed until now, 
at = request of the parties concerned, in conse- 
quence of the absence of Senators; and I think 
we can dispose of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must ask the Chair to put 
my motion. I cannot give way. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 understand that we have 
vot the bill in relation to land claims in California 
30 far completed that we are ready to vote upon 
it. No one wants to say anything more about it. 
One objection, it seems, was made to it, and but 
one that | have heard. I move, therefore, that 
the prior orders be ee with a view of 
taking a vote on that bill 

The VICEPRESIDENT. There isa previous 


motion pending. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


“Mr. HUNTER. I prefer not. I thought it Es 


I have made a previous mo- 
jon. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator from 
Virginia will withdraw that for the present, in 
order to allow us to take this vote. 

Mr. HUNTER. If 1! withdraw my motion for 
that, then I shall have the motion of the Senator 
from Florida to encounter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. L[think he will winhatew 
that. 

Mr. YULEE. 





I withdraw it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope the Senator from Vir- 
gipia will allow us to take a vote on the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. If it is done by general con- 
sent, and it is understood that it will lead to no 
debate, and we shall take up the appropriation 
bill afterwards, I will not object. 

Mr.CLARK. I desireto submit some remarks 


| 
upon it before the vote is taken, 


Mr. COLLAMER. Very well; jet it go. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I cannot give way. I 
must have my motion put. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. What was the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To postpone all 
pare orders, and take up the Army appropriation 
1 

Mr. HALE. I did not know that was the mo- 
tion. 1 thought it was on the other motion, to 
postpone the special order, in order to take up the 
veto message. 

Mr. HUNTER 
us go on with it. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 305) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Finance 
with amendments. The first amendment of the 
committee was, in lines forty- -three and forty-four, 
to strike out * 440,000,”’ and insert ‘** 580,000;”’ 
so that the clause will read: 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, consisting of tuel tor the officers, enlisted men, guard, 
hospitals, storehouses and offices ; of forage in kind forthe 
horses, mules, and oxen of the quartennaster’ s department 
at the several posts and stations, and with the armies in 
the field; for the horses of the two regiments of dragoons, 
the two regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, the companies of light artillery, and sueh compa- 
nies of infantry as may be mounted, and for the authorized 
number of officers’ horses when serving in the field and at 
the outposts, including bedding for the animals; of straw 
for soldiers’ bedding. and of stationery, including blank 
books for the quartermaster’s department, certificates for 
discharged soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quarter- 
master’s departments ; and for the printing of division and 
department orders and reports, $1,580,000 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in thechair,) ‘The question is on ‘the amendment 
ereporss by the Committee on Finance. 

r. TRUMBULL. I donot know but we are 
to take these bills upou trust. I suppose we shall 
have todo so. It is impossible for a member of 
the Senate to know anything about an appropri- 
ation bill of this character. I believe it 1s called 
an appropriation for specific purposes; but we 
might just as well have a bill of three lines, sim- 
ply declaring that a sum in the aggr egate, fifteen 
or twenty million dollars, or whatever it may be, 
is hereby appropriated for the use of the Army 
for the next fiscal year. The bill is drawn up so 
generally —perhaps i itis the usual way of draught- 
ing them—that it is impossible for any one > 
know whether the amount for any articular | 
branch of service is requisite or not. Now, it ap- |i 





I have got the billup. Let 














pears from the denne under consideration, that || 
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** for the regular s supplies s of the quartermaster’s 1} 


department, consisting of fuel for the officers, en- 
listed men, guard, hospitals, storehouses ‘and 
offices; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, 
and oxen of the quartermaster’s department at the 
several posts and stations, and with the armies 
in the field,’? and so on, an aggregate sum of 
$1,440,000 w SoAEPTopreSS by the bill as itcame 
from the House. 
move to increase it $140,000. It may be right. 
We have no explanation ‘about it. 
will probably pass, 
mended it. 


The committee have recom- 
‘it is simply an increase of $140,000; 


mates are all, of course, before the Committee of 


Ways and Means of the House of Representa- | 


tives; and why the amount should be increased 
by $140,000 I do not know. 


Nir. PEARCE. The committee was not called | 


| on for any explanation of this item. I willstate, 


| however, briefly, thatthe estimates of the Depart. 
ment are the amounts which the Committee on || 
| Finance have proposed to substitute for the amount || 
It seems that the | 


allowed by the House bill. 
House cutdown theappropriation from $1,580,000 
to $1,440,000, and thee 
not been furnished with any reasons for this re- 
duction of the estimate. This estimate is not one 
| capable of being made with precision. The ex- 
penses under these heads depend upon incidents 
| Which cannot be determined beforehand. It is 
impossible, from their nature, that they shquld be; 
and we rely upon the estimates of the Department, 
which are certainly conjectural in some degree. We 
suppose those whose business it is to deal with 
these matters can better estimate what the demands 
of the service in these particulars will be than we 
who are not familiar with them. 
appropriation under this head was $1,440,000, and 
we suppose it is because of that that the House 
committee have reduced the amount as they have 
done; but there are several items under these heads 
for which the appropriations were very much re- 
duced last year; and some artic les which are 


required by the quartermaster’s department are | 


worn out and require repairing orreplacing. Now, 


last year they got along very well by patching 
| the saddles, 


| not patch any more. 


for e? xample; but they say t 
This year it will not do to 
reduce the appropriation so much, because they 

cannot patch two years in succession. The arti- 


| cles are worthless. 


While I am up I will state very briefly, for the 
information of the Senate, that the estimates for 
the Army last year were $16,005,000, to say 
nothing of some odd hundreds; and the appro- 
priations were $15,965,000. The appropriations 
were $36,000 less than the estimates. This year 
the estimates have been very much reduced; they 
are $14,623,000, which is less than the appropria- 
tions of last year by $1,345,000. The amount of 

the bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives 1s $13,986,000, leing $637,000 less than the 
estimates. ‘The Committee on Finance have re- 
stored a portion of these estimates, for the reason 
that they do not suppose they are so ¢ ompetent to 
determine what will be the amount required for 
these branches of the public service as those who 
have made the estimates. Others, about which 
they think themselves a little more competent to 
judge, they have not restored to the amount of 
the estimates. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Maryland allow me to inquire whether there was 
any deficiency last year in the appropriation for 
theseitems? [understood him to say the amount 

propriated last year was the same that the 
tae have now inserted. Was there any de- 
ficiency in that branch last year? 

Mr. PEARCE. Not that! am aware of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, iftheamountappro- 
priated last year was sufficient for the purpose, 
it seems to me that that would furnish a very 
good basis for supposing that the amount would 

e sufficient this year. It seems that the amount 
appropriated last year was less than the esti- 
mates; still, I do not understand that any defi- 
ciency occurred. 

Mr. HUNTER. One reason why no deficiency 
occurred was that they diminished the number of 
animals, on account of the diminution of ay 2 

riation. Another reason, as the Senator 
M Maryland has said, is that they could patch up | 


The Committee on Finance | 


I suppose it | 


ommittee on Finance have |) 


Last year the | 


ney can- | 
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| the saddles { for one year; but they ceanot keep it 
up. They are obliged to have ike means of fur- 
mishing the artillery and cavalry with the neces- 
sary equipments. What governed the committee 
was, that the entire estimate, | think, as my friend 
from Maryland has stated, is $1,500 000 less than 
the appropriations last year. Now, the House, 
when the Secretary cstimated less than they ap- 
propriated last year, held him to it; and when he 





asked for more than they appropriated last year, 








neiniediemmien 


——$—$$ 
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they would give him no more than they appropri- 
ated for the last year. That seems to be the rule 
that governed them; but, inasmuch as the entye 


/ amountasked for was less than the appropriations 
and no reasons are given for it at all. These esti- || 


of last year by this large amount, we thought it 
but right to give the estimates, especially as it was 
stated they were necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, in line eighty, to strike out ‘* fifty,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 


The purchase of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and shoe- 
ing tools, borse and mule shoes and nails, iron and steel 
for shoeing, hire of veterinary surgeons, medicines tor 
horses and mules, picket ropes, and for shoeing the horses 


|| of the corps named, $475,000. 


Mr. PEARCE. In relation to that item, I will 
state that we have restored the estimate, which is 
$82,000 less than the estimate of the service of the 
current year. We restored it forthe same reason 
that we restored the other, supposing they were 


|| better judges of the details in the service than we 


can possibly be; and I find, by the by, the remark 

I made about the saddles probably applies to this 

| item, 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, in ee aur ad tostrike out $300,000," 
and insert ‘$593,882 ’ so that the clause will 

read: 

For constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during the year; for 
repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab- 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of 
store-houses for the keeping of military stores ; of grounds 
for summer cantonments; for temporary trontier stations, 
including $15,000 for the purchase of stoves, $593,882 60, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I simply want to call the 
attention of the Senate to the change here. The 
amount for this service ** for constructing barracks 
and other buildings at posts which it may be ne- 
cessary to occupy during the year ; for repairing, 
altering, and enlarging buildings at the establishe d 

osts,’’ &c., is almost doubled by the Senate, 
The House has appropriated for that purpose 
0,000. ‘The amendment of the Committee on 

‘nance proposes to appropriate $593,882, almost 
double. It may be right; but I suppose the same 
answer will be given as was given before. The 
Secretary says he wants this much money. If 
that is all there is in an appropriation bill, to just 
vote whatever he asks, then there is no use of 
taking up time about it. I think when the House 
has investigated a matter and reduced the esti- 

mate of appropriation nearly one half, nearly 
three hundred thousand dollars, they have prob- 
ably done it for some sufficient reason. I am not 
disposed, for one, to vote the appropriation asked 
by the Secretary unless some reason be shown for 
it other than the one which has been given in the 
other cases—that he simply asks for this much 

money, and the committee agree to it. Then, why 
not let him make the law at once? 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, the appropri 
ations which the Finance Committee have recom- 
mended to be inserted in place of those made by 
the House are according to the estimates furnished 
in detail. Here, in the estimates, with which every 
member of the Senate is furnished, are all the 
items detailed for each particular object. The 
House of Representatives have cut these down, 
not, as we can understand, for any reason which 
we can appreciate, but arbitrarily, on a general 

rinciple of reducing expenditure. If any papers 
had come to the Committee on Finance; if, in any 

, the Committee on Finance had been furnished 

with the reasons for which these reductions had 
been made, they your have been capable of es- 
timating their wei In the absence of any rea- 
sons, when we ha =e the arbitrary will of the 
i Commitee of Ways and Means, or of the House, 
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we propose to restore the estimates; and Jet those | 


who think those estimates are excessive, show 
wherein they are so. We have no reason to sus- 
pect them. "They were all made at the beginning 
of the session, and were open to the inspection 
of every one. ‘Those gentlemen who are in the 
habit of investigating such subjects have doubt- 
less looked at them. If there were reasons why 
we should refuse these appropriations, they ought 
to be given. In the absence of any reason, when 
it appears that they were arbitrarily cut down for 


& mere general purpose of reducing expenses, the | 


Committee on Finance have thought it their duty 
to restore them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PEARCE. Before the voteis taken, Lwould | 


remark on one or two items. Here is an appro- 
priation asked for of $92,000 for a new barracks 
at Fort Monroe. That is a large item in this 
aggregate of $593,000. These barracks have been 
constructed for a great many years. They are 
very much out of repair. They are excessively 
infested with rats and vermin of every descrip- 
tion, 
remain in, with any regard to their health. 
manifestly proper that such an appropriation as 
that should be made. I cannot now turn to that 
part of the papers accompanying the Secretary 
of War’s report in which this information is given; 
but L have read it, and I know that it is so. I 
have been there, and, in fact, know inat they are 
inthatcondition. I was there ten years ago, and 
then they were very much dilapidated, and I pre- 
sume they are now. That is a single item in re- 
yard to which | happen to have information. 

here are estimates for the repairs of barracks 
at other places. In the department of the West 
there is something like thirty or thirty-five thou- 
sand dollars at three different forts mentioned in 
the estimates. Then, in the department of Texas, 
there is something like one hundred and fifteen 
or one hundred and twenty thousand doilars for 
repairs of barracks there; and | know that in 
‘Texas we are sometimes put to large expense in 
renting establishments for the cover sal guaiee- 
tion of troops. 
committee does not and cannot undertake to in- 
vestigate the condition of every particular bar- 
rack at every particular military station in the 
United States; but we do know, of some of them, 
that they require the appropriations which are 
asked for, and we reasonably assumed that such 
is the case in regard to others; and if it is not, 


those who object ought to show a valid reason | 


why they should not be allowed. 


Mr. DAVIS. The particular item to which the | 


Senator from Maryland has referred was deemed 
so important that, after the reduction of the esti- 
mates in the House, the Secretary of War senta 
communication to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of the Senate, asking them to provide an 
amendment to restore that amount, so as to enable 
him to make the necessary repairs and construc- 
tions of barracks and posts. There is also a ne- 
cessity, on account of the location of some of the 
new summer cantonments and frontier posts, for 
the purchase of stoves, they being in a situation 
where they cannot get material to build chimneys 
as cheap. If the Senator from Illinois will refer 
to the detailed estimates of the quartermaster’s 
department, he will find every item stated; and 
it seems to me but fair, as has been stated by the 
Senator from Maryland, that before an attempt is 
made to reduce an estimate, the particular item 
should be selected and marked for reduction. To 
announce that $593,882 60 is too much, and there- 
fore we will make it $300,000, is child’s play, to 
say no worse. If you cut down the appropriation 
this year, you merely make a deficiency the next, 
if the service must be performed. It will require 
more the next year, if it be a barracks going out 
of repair, than if you made the appropriation 
this year. If the House and the Senate think 
proper to disallow some estimate that is made, 
to say that some service shall not be performed; 
that some expenditures shall not be made, and 
erase that item, then it is an inteHigible thing. 
The Department governs the service by the in- 
struction of the Congress, and the appropriation 
being reduced, the service is reduced; but this 

ross manner of reduction in a mere item of the 
Ein, without indicating what service is to be re- 


As for each specific item, this | 


|| they amount to a very large sum. 
They are really not fit for the troops to | 


It is |) 





duced, avails nothing except to increase subse- 
quent expenditure, or to bring in a bill for defi- 
ciencies the next year. 

Mr. WILSON. I suppose, sir, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in the House had 


| these estimates before them,as well as the Senate 


| was granted last year. 


Committee on Finance, and the committee m the 
House reported $300,000; that is the sum which 
I do not agree with the 
Senator from Mississippi, that because these esti- 
mates have been made, we are therefore to single 
out the items for which the appropriations are to 
be made, and reject the others. hese estimates 
were made. In the opinion of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, $300,000 was all that was necessary 
to be expended for these purposes; and they left 
the Secretary of War the eliction of saying how 
he would spend that amount, and what matters 
he can dispense with best. The expenses of the 
War Department have increased very largely. 
Mr. PEARCE. They are reduced this year. 
Mr. WILSON. They have decreased, it is 
true, this year; but for the last few years the ex- 
penses of that Department have increased until 


for the Congress’ of the United States to say what 
amount shall be expended for the Army. I do 
not think we are under any obligations to take 
the estimates of the Department, although those 
estimates come here in detailed form. I shall vote 
for this bill as it comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for | have great confidence in the 
Committee of Ways ant Muah of that House in 
regard to this subject. 

tis said by gentlemen here that if we reduce 
this sum the Department will expend the money, 
and then we shall have a deficiency bill. I hope 
the Department will do no such thing; but that 
they will expend the money which 1s granted, 
and no more, and expend that money for such 
services as are absolutely necessary to carry on 
the Government; and that we shall adopt, in re- 
gard to the Army, as well as other Departments, 


| the most rigid economy that is possible to be 





| sachusetts. 


adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS. There are a few cases not at all 
covered by the remarks of the Senator from Mas- 
If he will look at the item, he will 
find thatitis only for posts which it may be neces- 
sary to occupy during the year: 

‘* For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the 
established posts, including hire or commutation of quar- 
ters for officers on military duty ;-hire of quarters for troops ; 
of store-houses for the keeping of military stores; of grounds 
for summer cantouments,’’ &c. 

Congress surely have the right to control the 
expenditures of the Department. They can di- 
rect where the troops shall be stationed, if they 
please. They can require the troops to be con- 
centrated. ‘They can reduce the expenditures in 
that manner, and reduce them very largely. In- 
stead of that, however, the action of Congress has 
been the reverse ever since | have known any- 
thing of it. The point of my remark, which it 


| seems was not appreciated, was, that if a partic- 
| ular service is to be performed, and an estimate is 


made of that service by persons experienced in 


| it, itis the duty of Congress to change the service, 
| if they wish to reduce it; not to say tothe Depart- 


ment, ** you shall perform the service with less 
money.”’ It has been tried, and cannot be done. 
The chances are ten to one that they will fall short, 
rather than exceed the annual estimate. 

Then, again, suppose that, at a post occupied— 
that seems to be the purpose of this clause of the 
bill—the buildings are going out of repair, and 
you allow them to go for a year, falling more and 
more into decay; at the end of the year your ex- 
ae will be greater than they would have 

een if the appropriation had been made this year. 
If you postpone, the amount will necessarily in- 
crease. The hire of store-houses, the transpor- 
tation of troops, and such other things as enter 
generally into the quertermaster’s department, 
cannot be postponed. They are expenditures au- 
thorized by law to be made, whether he has money 
or not. hey therefore form the just cases of 
deficiency; and whenever Congress does not ap- 
propriate a sufficient sum of money, you cannot 
prevent it by cutting down the sum, unless you 
change the service. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Chea- 


I think it is | 
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| portion of the last clause in the bill. 
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nut, Clingman, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Py 
ter, Green, Hemphill, iverson, Johnson of Tennessee wae 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce Rh 2 
Roaievery, ad Wigfati—24. — 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandle “a 
Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Hale, Haulin Botts 
San Sem, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbuil, Wilkinson, and Wil 
son—tli. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Finance Commu. 
tee was in lines one hundred and forty-four 


: and 
one hundred and forty-five, to increase the gy. 
propriation “for ordnance stores and supplies 

=> 


including horse equipments for the mounted regi. 
ments,’’ from $250,000 to $300,000. ’ 
Mr. PEARCE. That is a restoration of the 
estimates. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The amendments reported by the Committee 0) 
Finance have now been tend ae 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to strike out the latter 
That clause 
provides: 


For the manufacture or purchase of apparatus and equip. 
ments for field signals, $2,000. And that there be added to 


| the staff of the Army one signal officer, with the rank, pay, 


and allowance of a major of cavalry, who shall have charge 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, of all signal 
duty, and of all books, papers, and apparatus, connected 
therewith. 


1 move to strike out all after the word * dol- 
lars.’’ 

Mr. LANE. How will it read then? 

Mr. DAVIS. As follows: 


For the manufacture or purchase of apparatus and equip- 
ments for field signals, $2,000. 


It will not add any officer to the staff. 

Mr. LANE. I think we had better have that 
officer. 

Mr. DAVIS. That isa question for the Senate 
to decide. 

Mr. LANE. I trust the amendment will not 
prevail. I do not want to make a speech; I do 
not want to take up the time of the Senate. | 
look upon this.provision of the bill as a very im- 
portant one; and my own judgment, after consid- 
ering the matter as well as | could—sufficient, at 
least, to satisfy myself—is, that the provision of 
the bill, as it stands, is important to the country, 
and ought not to be stricken out; and I trust it 
will not be stricken out. 

Mr. KING. This is a proposition in relation 
to signals, which a gentleman now connected with 
the Army has invented, or has, in some mode, 
improved, so as to render his system satisfactory 
to the Secretary of War, who, I understand, is 
very desirous to have this system introduced into 
the Army. I understood that it had the sanction 
of the Military Committee of the Senate. It was, 
at any rate, before that committee, and I know 
received the approval of many members of it. 
There was a discussion as to what rank this officer 
should have. The question of rank from colonel 
to captain was talked about, and it was finally 
agreed that he should take the place of major. I 
think he holds the rank of captain now. Upon 
the whole, I regard it asa desirable thing to make 
the trial. The Secretary of War, | think, de- 
cidedly recommended it. I simply state that, in 
my judgment, it is rather desirable to retain the 
section, though the chairman of the committee 
has a much better knowledge of all military affairs 
than Ihave. - ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senator from New York 
had been a little more regular in his attendance on 
the committec, he would have known that this 
was not recommended by the committeé. 

Mr. KING. I did not say it was recommended. 
I say, | understood it had the approbation of a 
majority of the committee. It was spoken of 
there. ‘It was not recommended, I believe, and 
I did not say so. 

Mr. DAVIS. Neither the Secretary of War, 
nor the committee, was for the measure as It 
stands here. There are two facts, to begin with. 
My objection to it I will state very briefly. 

Mr. ING. Did lt understand the Senator to 
say that the Secretary of War was not favorable 
to this? ' 

Mr. DAVIS. You understand from me just 
what [ say. 

Mr. KING. I did not hear. 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, if you did not hear me, I 
will repeat that the Secretary of War did not rec- 
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ommend it in the form in which it is here pre- 
sented. He recommended a signal officer. 

Mr. KING. Thatisall. I did not speak of 
the special form; but that he was in favor of try- 
ing this system in the Army. 

Mr. DAVIS. He recommended a signal offi- 


cer, with the rank of captain. In addition to that, 


| will say that we have a large staff for the pres- 
ent size of our Army. It is necessarily large in 
time of peace, because it is intended to answer the 
endsof all the militia force to be employed in time 
of war; but I do not think it advisable to create 


new departments of the staff; I do not think it | 


well to institute another branch of the staff. If 
we begin it, where are we to stop? I have recently 
heard of very great improvement in pontons. 
Shall we make a ponton officer, and attach him 
to the staff, with the rank of major? And what 
may we not include? ‘There are improvements in 
preech-loading arms. Are we to make a major 
who shall have charge of these? Thus we ma 
go on indefinitely, with every improvement which 
may be made in any of the means and appliances 
of military service, to add as a new officer to the 
staff, every such inventor. 

I think there is great merit in the plan which is 
submitted by this officer of the medical staff. I 
think it ought to be introduced into the Army, 
being an improvement over any system of mili- 
tary signals which has ever heretofore been intro- 
duced. But with special qualifications, giving 
minute attention to the subject, I think he has 
evolved from it more than any one who has ever 
before studied it. I think it is well to introduce 
this system of signals; and for the labor this of- 
ficer has bestowed upon it, outside of any official 
duty which could have been devolved on him, he 
is entitled to compensation, reward of any kind 
except that which affects the general service. As 
an officer of the medical staff, he certainly could 
be employed on signal duty if the War Depart- 
ment desires it. [do not think it necessary to 
create an Officer of the staff, of the rank of major, 
to give him charge of signals. ‘To make it plain 
in asentence, a single officer will be of very lit- 
tle value to make any use of these signals. You 
must have an officer instructed in their use with 
every division of the Army in the field. Every 
adjutant general of the Army, if instructed, would 
barely supply a sufficient number to make these 
signals effective in the field. A single officer, with 
the rank of major, might overlook the preparation 
of signals; but who is to use them? Some one 
instructed must be with every division of the 
Army. It must, therefore, belong to a department 
of the Army, the engineers, the adjutant general, 
or any other department you please; but the cre- 
ation of a single officer outside of any organiza- 
tion, and put under the orders of the Secretary of 
War alone, himself a bureau officer changing 
every four years and knowing very fittle of the 
military service, seems to me such a departure 
from every principle which should govern military 
operations as, to my mind, requires that the Sen- 
ate should at once reject it. Make an appropria- 
tion for signals; | am willing to vote for an appro- 
priation of money, for he has contributed what I 
esteem valuable; I am willing to give him any 
recognition, any honorable reward, which it may 
be thought proper to bestow. This, however, is 
adeparture from all military principle, and as 
such I must oppose it. 

Mr. LANE. As I said before, I do not intend 
to discuss this question at all. Lexamined it; and 
Iecan say, with the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, that 1 look upon this as a 
very important improvement indeed. It has ad- 
vantages over any system of signals that has been 
discovered before by civilized man; and it has 
been the study of the world, ever since war was 
known, to form some system of signals by which 
an army could be notified at any Sistine of im- 
pending danger, of the movements of an enemy, 
of the time to take up the line of mareh, and all 
that. This system in itself is complete. In m 
udgment it has merit, and ought to be comendad. 

‘his gentleman, who has devoted so much of his 
time to maturing it, bringing it into use, and sat- 
isfying every man who has examined it of its 
great importance, is in my opinion entitled to at 
least that which is provided for him now. I do 
not see how itcan be carried on without an officer 
placed in of this very duty. Make him 
the signal officer, and he will instruct the adju- 
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tants of all the corps in the service, and instruct 
officers who will be with each corps of the Army, 
who will understand the use of it, under his di- | 
rection. He has discovered this important sys- 


| tem of signals, and | can see no other way of re- 


| stands it, who can be instructed by him in a few 





| 
| 





| Oras many as may be necessary, in the use of these 
| signals? 


| the man who had invented this system shouid 
| have control of it during the time of its being 
| tested in field service; and if it be allowable to 
| create an officer with such duties as are proposed 
| to be assigned to him in this clause of the bill, we 
| Mississippi, who knows so much more than I do 


| on Finance to retain the clause. 


| is as proper a judge as any one—the facility with 


| for each of these ? 


warding him. It is unpleasant for me to differ at 
all from the honorable Senator, the chairman of || 
the Committee on Military Affairs; but my own 
opinion of this matter is that it is important, and | 
1 must therefore differ from him on this point. I 
hope the Senate will not strike out the clause, but 
will retain it, and establish this office with this 
gentleman at its head, under whose direction a 
system can be made so perfect that at any time | 
when it may be necessary to use signals to notify 
our forces of the approach of an enemy, or any- | 
thing necessary to be known, it may be done. 
Indeed, it is so perfect that he can communicate 
at a distance of fifteen miles with one who under- 


hours, so as to convey an order as accurately as 
he could deliver it if he were there in person. 
Then, see the importance of it. Why should not 
this man be rewarded, when he has made this im- 
portant discovery, with a position that will enable 
im to instruct all the Army officers, if necessary, 


I hope and trust the clause will not be 
stricken out. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ihave been informed, sir, that 
an officer of the Army—a medical man, a gentle- 
man of property, not greedy after money—has 
devoted a good deal of time to the improvement 
of military signals for field service; that he has 
discovered very great improvements, which make 
them of value, as the Senator from Mississippi 
has stated; that he has tested these improvements, 
so far as it is possible within a narrow compass; 
that it is now desired to test them and apply them 
in field service; that for this purpose it Is sup- 
posed that the man who has made these discov- 
eries and perfected the improvements should have 
the control of the operations for their use, at all 
events in the beginning, in field service; that for 
that reason it is desirable that he should have 
sume such rank as would give him more author- 
ity than as a medical man he would have; and, 
besides, that this is the only compensation which 
he desires. He does not wish to make money 
out of it, lunderstand. Ido not hear that he has 
taken out any patent for it, or that he desires the 


large sum of money for it. 


He wants compen- 
sation in this way. 


It struck us as proper that 


could see no objection to it. How far it is objec- 
tionable on the score of military rule or principle 
I really do hot know; and I will not set up my 
opinion in opposition to that of my friend from 


about all military and Army matters. I merely 
state the reasons which induced the Committee 


Mr. DAVIS. My friend from Maryland will 
allow me to call his attention to that of which he 


which we shall go on increasing by adding a new 
major to the staff of the Army for every new im- 
provement which may be made in the means and 
appliances of war. Military signals are as old as 
the time of Polybius. They have gone on with 
improvement from time to time. I believe these 
now under consideration are better than any here- 
tofore known. Signals are older than pontons 
or breech-loading arms. Will you make a major 
And why should you stop at 
military signals? If an improvement in military | 
signals furnishes a sufficient reason for adding 
a major to the Army, it must be followed by 
a major for every improvement in every other 
appliance known to war—guns, and everything 
else. 

Mr. WILSON. I think the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi is in error in this statement. The officers 
of the Army are supposed to understand how to 
teach the use of arms; and therefore it is unneces- | 
= todo anything more than to make a bargain | 

ith a man who makes a discovery in arms, of | 

4 
| 





any importance whatever, and pay him for it. I 
is not necessary to put him into the Army to in- 


| the officers of the Arm 


struct anybody how to use his arms. The officers 
of the Army understand that. Here is a gentle- 
man, connected with the medical department of 
the Army, who has made a discovery which, it 
is admitted by all who have seen it, to be of great 


| merit—a system of signals surpassing any ever 


discovered. Now, sir, ke does not ask us to grant 
him a sum of money; but nobody in the Army 
understands how to use these signals, and the 


| proposition is, to establish this department, with 


him at the head of it, he bearing the commission 


| of a major in the staff. Whatis the object? Take 


these signals, and put this officer in the staff to 
teach the officers of the Army how to use them! 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will remember that he is in the staff of the 


| Army now, with the assimilated rank of a cap- 
| tain. 


Mr. WILSON. This gentleman, Captain 


| Myer, is in the medical department of the Army. 
| Now the proposition is to appropriate $2,000 for 


these field signals, and that there be added to the 
staff of the Army one signal officer, with the rank, 
pay, and allowances, of a — of cavalry. The 
object is to reward this gentleman for this great 
discovery. [tis a mark of honor. It establishes 


| this department in the Army, and this officer at 


the head of it, to instruct the officers of the Army 
in the use of these signals. I think there has 
been, I think there can be, nothing like it in any 
other discoveries, Certainly, if we use the signals 
at all, we should want this gentleman to instruct 
how to use them in field 
service. l understand that by these signals bodies 
of men miles apart can communicate with each 


| other as easily as we can from one side of this 


Chamber to the other. I think it is but a small 
reward to this officer, who bears now, I believe, 
the commission of a captain in the service, to give 
him the rank of major, and attach him to the staff 
of the Army, to be under the control and direc- 


| tion of the proper officers, as an instructor in the 
| use of these signals which he has discovered. 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, I do not 
understand the argument of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, or | do not see the force of it. I 
judge that if we were to go to war with some for- 


| eign country, that country would hardly agree 


| prehended. 


with us for allof their men to come together, and 
then all ours to get together, so that, by this 


| newly-invented mode of making signals, we 
Government of the United States to pay him a || 


should be able to defeat them. I take it that this 
is a simple thing, as all matters of science and of 
practical use are, that can be understood and com- 
If itis not, itis useless. If we go 
to war, of course we shall have an Army in the 
South; we shall have a northern wing; we shall 
have one upon the Pacific; and we shall then have 
a dozen subdivisions—there is no telling where 
the enemy is coming; and each division must act 
under its own commander; and each commander 
must have his own military family around him, 
his own staff officers; and when ten, or fifteen, or 
forty, or fifty thousand men are brought together 
in the field, they must be operated by the com- 
manding general, and with such means as they 


| Can use. 


Now this doctor, who is to be made a major, 


' has no ubiquity; he cannot be divided and cut up 
| and carried over the country, sometimes on the 





lakes, sometimes on the Gulf, sometimes on the 
Pacific, and sometimes on the Atlantic. If the 
thing is worth anything, it is because it can be 
comprehended and used. The idea of taking a 
man because he has invented either a mode of 


| breech-loading, or of making signals on the field 
| of battle, where there are large masses of men to- 
| gether, and that he is to be put into the staff for 
| that purpose, because he is the only one who can 


use it, seems to me to be simply absurd. If there 
is any merit in the inventiop, it is that it is sim- 


| ple and easily understood, and can be used prac- 


tically in the field. 
Mr. LANE. Itcan be used everywhere where 


troops are. 

Mr. WIGFALL. If it cannot be, then I am 
not willing to pay the $2,000. If it can be, then 
I see no use of putting him in the staff. That is 
the way it occurs to my mind. Iteither isa good 
thing, or itis not. If it can be used everywhere, 
then I am willing to pay for it; if it cannot be, 
then I am not willing to pay for it; and certainly, 
in neither event, am | mt tomake a man who 
has been instructed how to cut off legs after peo- 
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ple are shot, and to tie up arteries, a special offi- || want to take ume. I only desire to say that this 


cer, and put him in the staff, when probably very | 


many valuable lives will be lost while he is mak- 
ing signals instead of tying up arteries. 

Mr. PEARCE. If this is to create a new corps 
of officers of the Army, I shall certainly be op- 

s08ed to it. 
tis a national necessity, and one to be deplored, 
I think; for although it has been said they are the 
pillars of the State in war, they are also caterpil- 
lars in peace, But, sir, I did not, by my former 
remarks, mean to claim any authority on my part 
with the Senate for this amendment, but merely 
to state the reasons which had induced the Com- | 
mittee on Finance not to ois to the provision | 
as it came from the House. shall be satisfied | 
with the action of the Senate, whatever it may be, | 
on the subject. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- | 
vision—ayes 9, nays 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays, and | 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— | 
yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Chandler, | 
Clingman, Collamer, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnsun of Tennessee, 
Pearce, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, Slidell, Toombs, and Wig- | 
fali—2z2 | 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Chesnut, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittic, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Ham- 
lin, King, Lane, Latham, Seward, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
and Wilson—18. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. Is it now in order to move to | 
strike out the remainder of that clause ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. LANE. Then | make that motion. I 
move to strike out the clause: 

“Por the manufacture or purchase of apparatus and 
equipments for field signals, $2,000.” 

1 want to let it all go together. The inventor 
of this system, which | think is the most import- 
ant thing in the way of signals that has ever been | 
invented for the use of any army, has been re- 
fused, as an appropriate reward, a position where 
he could be useful. Money is no object to him. 
I hope he will never consent to let it go into the 
Army to be used unless justice is done to him— 
that justice which he asks, and which I believe is 
right. If he has any spirit at all, the money, 
if appropriated, cannot be used for the Army. | 
Therefore, | want it stricken out, and I hope the | 
Senate will strike it out. We do not want sig- 
nals; the country does not need them. | 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator’s views on the 
proper spirit of an officer differ very widely from 
my own. [| think when an officer has discovered 
anything while in the military service, while in 

y of and employed a Government, while 
- is furnished by the Department with aid and 
assistance to make the discovery, his spirit would | 
be to give it to his Government at all times, and 
that | am sure is the feeling of this gentleman. 


We are compelled to have armies. || 


gentleman has spent very much of his time in 
perfecting the system of signals 
Mr. DAVIS. The Government’s time. 
Mr. LANE. No, sir; he discharged these du- 
ies outside of his line of service, and for the good 
of the Army and the country. I hope nothing 





'| will be done in relation to this matter, until the 





Senate can have an opportunity of examining it, | 


at some other time, and when this officer can be 
allowed the position that he ought to have—that 


of a staff officer of the Army, whose duty it shall | 


be to instruct the officers of the Army in the use 
of these signals, as a reward of merit. In that 
way it can be reduced to a system; it may be dif- 
fused through the whole of the Army; officers 


| everywhere may be instructed, and may be on 


duty everywhere, North and South, on the Pa- 
cific and on the Atlantic. Until that can be done, 
I hope no appropriation will be made; but let it 
all fall together, or let this gentleman begin anew, 


and let him give his attention to sawing legs, if | 


you choose. 


Mr. KING. I have no feeling at all about this 


matter; but | do not suppose that this appropria- 
tion of $2,000 is necessary to enable the Secretary 


of War to make experiments with these signals. | 


As Lunderstand it, he has been doing so out of the 
general appropriations. The Department have au- 
thority, and divert appropriations from one pur- 
pose to another. Aithough | was disposed to sus- 


tain the proposition to give this officer a special | 


position, somewhat as a reward for him, I have 


no great feeling about that, but I de not think | 


there is any necessity for this appropriation, un- 
less it is to set up a department of this sort. As 
L understood it, the Secretary of War desired that. 
Therefore, with no feeling about the matter at all, 
I shall vote with the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DAVIS. 


The Senator from New York is | 


| mistaken, if he supposes Congress appropriates | 


money to be applied a the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War. It is all of it appropriated for spe- 


| cific objects, excepta contingent fund. Outof that 


fund, he may draw, and does draw, occasionally, 
small amounts forexpenses which could not have 


been anticipated, and were not, therefore, esti- | 


mated for. 1 suppose he knew he wanted the 
$2,000, or he would not have asked for it. 

Mr. KING. 
with this matter. The Senator from Mississippi, 


| in communicating the information that he does to 


Mr. LANE. Then I mistake the man very | 


much. 

Mr. DAVIS. Moreover, sir, the $2,000 is not | 
for the benefit of the individual. Itis to purchase 
the apparatus with which to operate; and he has 
been operating now all about the harbor of New 
York with a lieutenant of engineers, using such 
apparatus as he had, such as he exhibited before | 
the committee; and I think he is very willing to | 
give his knowledge to nis own Government and 
to the service to which he belongs. I hope, | 
therefore, the appropriation of $2,000 for buying | 
machinery will not be stricken out. 

Mr. LANE. They ought to go together. | 
They ought not to be separated. 1am satisfied | 
that I am right about it. 

Mr. DAVIS. If he does not want the Govern- 
ment to have it, of course they cannot take itatall. 

Mr. LANE called for the yeas and nays; and | 
they were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. That the matter may be under- 


officer has been engaged for a considerable period 
with an officer of engineers in making’experiments 
upon this discovery with such signals as he was 
abje to obtain. This is an appropriation to in- 
crease the amount which would be justly appli- 
eable to the use of such signals as he has already 
been employing in his experiments. If there is 
any temper on the part of the Senate, I should 
sorry to see it exhibited in this form. 

Mr. LANE. Well, Mr. President, I do not 


s 


| 
| 
stood by the Senate, I will merely state that this 


me in the beginning, takes it back when he says 


He asked for it in connection | 


the Secretary of War has a contingent fund, out | 
of which he may use money for this purpose. 


That is what I supposed. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is not what you said. You 
said he transferred money from one object to an- 
other. 

Mr. KING. 


Have they not the authority to 
do that? 


Mr. DAVIS. The law will answer the ques- | 


tion. 
Mr. KING. It gives it; and they are con- 
stantly doing so in the Department. 


Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no, sir, the law specifies very | 


| few objects. 


The question being taken on the amendment of | 


Mr. Lane, by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, 
nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Dixon, Durkee, 
Hamlin, Harlan, King, Lane, Latham, Polk, Seward, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilson—14. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Davis, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hemphill, lverson, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Nicholson, Pearce, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, 
Wigfall, and Wilkinson—23. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LANE. I want to offer one more amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will you allow the Committee 
on Military Affairs to offer theirs? 

Mr. LANE. i think thisis the right place, and 
I submit it to the Chair. We are now at the end 
of the bill, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole bill 
is open to amendment. 

r. LANE. I propose the following amend- 

ment at the end of the bill: 

That the term of instruction at West Point shall be four 
years. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senate are going to enter- 
tain that, it will be necessary for me to use some 
information which I have already laid before the 
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; ; n, and Tam a little surprised 
at his presenting the subject in this form and at 
this place. I hope the Senate will not entertain jt a; 
this time and place, because it is very clear tha: 
the subject is one that requires full examination 
and deliberation, both as to the propriety of this 
step and as to the legislative authority to do i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear from, 
the Senator from Mississippi a reason, if any cay 
be given, why it is improper at this time and 
lace. If it is, I have nothing to say about it; py, 
| should like to be satisfied upon that point, as | 
amin favor of this amendment, which | offered 
myself, and withdrew at a former period, to ap. 
other bill, at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave a great many reasons. 
One which I suppose would have been sufticien; 
to the Senator from Oregon, was that, as chair. 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, | was 
charged with agreat number of amendments, quit 
as many as I expect to be able to explain; and 
the introduction of a subject like this, which we 
know must lead to debate, before the committes 
have had an opportunity to offer any of the amend. 
ments which they proposed to the bill, which 
they, asthe particular committee of the Senate, 


| are charged with, J think really out of time and 


out of place. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatisa personal ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LANE. Iam sure the Senator will never 
charge me with any want of courtesy and kind- 
ness. 1 would not intervene at any time to pre- 
vent the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs from offering all his amendments. [; 


struck me as being a proper time and a proper 


place in the bill to offer this, or 1 should not have 


oficred it at this moment. It is offered, however: 


it reduces expenses at 


and if in order, I am disposed to adhere to it, for 

West Point so far as pre- 
paring officers for the Army is concerned. | 
brings them into the service one year earlier than 
they are now brought in, and a greater number 
can be educated under the provisions of this 
amendment at the same cost. The term there 
fixed is quite sufficient for acquiring the educa- 
tion necessary for the service. Until recently it 


| was the term—since 1816 or 1824, I do not recol- 


lect which—and was fixed as the term of instrue- 
tion for many years; and the Academy under it 
turned out good men—as good as it ever can tun 
out, or as any military school in the world ever 
did, or ever will. There has been a good deal of 
confusion there in consequence of the change. 


| Sometimes it was understood that the course was 
| four years, and then five years; and then four 


years, and five years. I think Congress has the 
power to fix the term, and I hope it will fix the 
time that has always prevailed there since a term 
of instruction has been fixed atall. I only offer 
this amendment because I want it adopted, and | 
hope it may be done without discussion. There 
is no good reason why much debate should spring 
up on this amendment, for every Senator under- 
stands it, and I trust it may be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Oregon was entirely aware, as a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, that the chairman 
was instructed to report a large number of amend- 
ments. As this was the yp a a goes bill for the 
Army, it was supposed, when the Committee on 
Finance sanded their amendments, that the 
Committee on Military Affairs would offer such 
as that committee thought proper to append; 
otherwise, it would have been necessary to send 
the amendments to the Committee on Finance to be 
adopted or rejected there, in order that they might 
come in first for consideration. The Senator from 
Oregon, however, has thought proper to introduce 
his amendment, and thus to interrupt the duties 
which, in another capacity, he had charged me 
with as chairman of that committee. 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator, if he 
will allow me, that I do not desire to interrupt the 
offering of amendments by the committee; and 1! 
there be no objection to offering this amendment 
at the end of the bill, when he is through with his 
amendments, I will for the present withdraw '- 

Mr. DAVIS. [am perfectly willing to discuss 
the amendment at any time. 

Mr. LANE. Will it be in order to offer 1 a8 
well after the chairman of the committee has offered 
his amendments as now? 
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Mr. BROWN. Certainly, as much in order 

on as now. 
= DAVIS. A little more so. 

Mr. LANE. Then, with a view of giving an 
opportunity for the offering of all the amendments 
srepared by the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
will for the present withdraw this amendment, 
with the understanding that I shall offer it at the 
pro oer time. . , 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘Asinstructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, | now proceed to the duty 
with which { am charged, which at least has the 
advantage of not being personal either to myself 
ormy friends. After line one hundred and ninety- 
four, it is proposed to insert this amendment: 


For the construction of a military pest in or near the val- 
ley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
and forty-seventh degrees of north latitude, $50,000; the 
site to be selected and the post built under the direction of 
pie Secretary of War. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to inquire from 
the Senator, who is chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, what is the necessity for this 
appropriation ? If I mistake not, itis the same 
which was offered some years ago in the Senate, 
when he was at the head of the War Department, 
and was rejected by the Senate. Is the fort to be 
at or near Pembina? 

Mr. DAVIS. That is it. 

Mr. PEARCE. We then thought it was un- 
necessary. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. I will merely state that, at the 
period to which the Senator from Maryland refers, 
provision was made of some very small sum of 
money for the construction of a post at or near 
Peinbina. The amount was so very small that no 
attempt was made to construct it; buta report was 
made to Congress that the amount appropriated 
would barely suffice to send out a party to recon- 
noiter the ground. Subsequently another appro- 
priation was made, a larger amount, under which, 
as | understand since—I had no connection with 

it—some huts have been erected; and there are, I 
think, now three companies there in huts. It is 
now asked to have a larger appropriation made, 
in order that they may build a more permanent 
cantonment or barrack, and change the location 
to a point further south on the Red River of the 
North. The argument has been from time to time 
presented that this post was very necessary to 
control the half-breed Indians who rove on the 
northern side of our territory from the British pos- 
sessions, and who are said to be well armed, well 
mounted, men of more than ordinary efficiency. 
_ As to the immediate necessity of it, the press- 
ing want of the frontier, I think I had better leave 
itto the representative from that portion of the 
country, [Mr. Rice,] as he knows very well the 
character of the people, the Indians and the set- 
tlers, to state to the Senate what the facts are. 
Mr. RICE. Mr. President, there have been 
two appropriations made for this purpose—one 
of $5,000, and the other of $20,000. The people 
of that country have memorialized Congress for 
years; and the Legislature of the Territory and 
of the State of Minnesota have also memorialized 
Congress upon various occasions. There is a 
large settlement upon the river. There is alarge 
settlement at Pembina. Itis entirely unprotected. 
We have not upon the northern line a post from 
the great lakes to the Pacific. Two years ago 
the Sioux of the plains stole upwards of two hun- 
dred head of horses and cattle from those settlers. | 
ardly a year has passed, for the last fifteen or 
twenty, but what more or less lives of American 
citizens have been taken. The last that I recol- 
lect of was a lady whom i knew, who went from 
incinnati. She was shot while attending a sick 
child in the night. Recently, just south of there, 
two or three white men have been murdered. 

That portion of the Red river lying within the 

nited States is a division line between the two 
greatest warlike Indian nations within our limits 
—the Sioux and the Chippewas. There has not 
& year passed but what large parties have gone 
from one tribe against the other. In these exeur- 
sions they must necessarily pass through our set- 
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| believe I should make no objection to it; but if it | 
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tlements; and wherever a iarge war party makes 
its trail, it is sure to leave devastation behind. 
Last season a steamer was placed upon that river. 
It is now in successful operation. The Indians 
this past winter threatened to destroy it; and the | 


owners were obliged to send a great distance, and || all the inferior posts should be called forts. They 


at great expense, a force to protect the boat and 


it 
other property. There are now one hundred 


| 
teams employed constantly in transporting sup- | 


Ser for the Hudson’s Bay Company, from St. | 
aul through to the head of the navigable waters | 
of that river. They are constantly subject to be | 
annoyed by these Indians. 

Just north of the line there is a very large set- 
tlement of Brifish subjects, containing some fifteen 
ortwenty thousand people. The British Govern- 
ment have a fort in the settlement upon their 
side, well garrisoned. It is an almost daily occur- 
rence that the half-breeds and other British subjects | 
cross over into our territory and commit violence | 
and | property. We had no troops, not a | 
soldier within five hundred miles. We have upon 
that river na Government land office. The land | 
officers petitioned for protection against the In- 
dians. They go into the villages and they destroy 
property. But a few days since, a party of the 
Chippewas went against the Sioux, and there isa 
town onthe upper waters of the res Sauk 
Rapids, which the Chippewas passed through, 
The New Era of that town says: 

** The Chippewa party passed through town homeward 
this morning, bearing the four bloody scalps of the unfor- 
tunate Sioux, as trophies of their victory. One of the party 
had the entire head of a Sioux in a bag, which he exhibited 
on the door step at Day’s Hotel. Weary with the load, he 
took it out, made merry over it, took off the scalp, and 
threw the bloody remainder away. Afterwards, a young 
Chippewa rolled it overand over, cut a gun string from it, 
and went away rejoicing.”’ 





I think that humanity, and even a decent re- 
spect for the lives of the Indians, and far more, 
the protection of our own people from such dis- 
graceful scenes, should induce the Government to | 
pay some little attention to that country. Troops 
were ordered there, I think, two yearsago. The 
remained, as the Senator from Sheicas 1 a 
in huts. When winter came it was found that it 
would be impossible for them to remain longer. 
They were ordered south, where they could ob- | 


tain quarters. Last winter passed away. The || 


necessities were such that the Secretary of War 
was compelled to order three companies there 
again. If they are to be ordered there during the | 
summer, and away during the winter, one half | 
of the season the country is protected, and the | 


other half left to the ravages of the Indians, you || 


will find that the expense of transportation of 
these troops back and forth will cost much more | 
than this appropriation. I presume the expense 
last fall ada them away, the transportation 
down south, and back again north, amounted to | 
more than fifty thousand dollars. This measure 
was recommended by the former Secretary of 
War, and has been by the present Secretary. I | 
do not wish to discuss it. It appears to me so 
obviously necessary that there can be no doubt 
in the mind of anybody in regard to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I do not know whether this | 
sum of $50,000 is all that will be required for the | 
erection of this establishment, whatever it be. If 

,000 is intended, not for a military fortress, | 
ut for the accommodation of troops who are | 
ordered there now, and may be retained there, I | 





is for a military fortress, a place to stand a siege, | 


| 

ae 

| of time it may be necessary to 
| 
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Mr. PEARCE, Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think I can tell the Senator the 
foundation of the difficulty. Many years ago it 
was decided that, instead of the great variety of 
names, such as barracks, cantonments, and'so on, 


are-not forts in strictness of language. They are 
| mere barracks; but they are called forts. This is 
to build barracks. I suppose nobody has any 
idea of erecting a fortification there. 
Mr. RICE. That is all. The only object is 
to furnish quarters for the troops for the length 
\ j Roop them there; 
and here is a letter from the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral, in which he states that the sum asked for 
| will, in his opinion, be sufficient for the object. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I understand that this 
| embraces the purchase of a site. 
Mr. RICE. No, sir. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 


amendment read again. 





The Secretary read it, as follows: 
For the construction of a militafy post in or near the val- 
ley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
| and forty-seventh degrees of north latitude, $50,000; the 
site to be selected and the post built under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should think that em- 
braced the purchase of a site. 

Mr. RICE. | will state to the Senator that the 
| land there all belongs to the Government and the 
Indians; and the Government never purchases 
sites from the Indians for forts. Upon the west 
| side, where the present» huts are, every acre be- 
longs to the Indians, It is'within the Territory 
of Dakota. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. It may be supposed to 
be so, but it may turn out to be othePwise. 

Mr. RICE. It will be acceptable to me if the 
| Senator would amend it so as to prevent the pur- 
chase of a site. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As I understand, there 
are troops there now, and it is not proposed to 
| send any greater number there. It is a mere 
question, therefore, of accommodation; anda ques- 
tion with which the section of country has nothing 
todo that I perceive; because itdoes not propose 
anything of a nature that is to be what is called 
a permanent establishment. Itisa mere question, 
as | understand it, whether the troops that are 
kept there shall be kept in one way or another. 
Heretofore they have been accommodated, it 
seems, in huts, and have been there in what mil- 
itary men call cantonments; and now it is pro- 
posed to provide something in the shape of per- 
manent barracks for their accommodation, and to 
select a site, necessarily, if the Secretary cannot 
find one. If he cannot find one that is on publie 
property, he is to purchase private property for 
asite, I think this may as well be deferred, in 
the present state of the Treasury, at any rate. 
If it was a question of protecting the country; if 
the country was destitute of protection, and was 
to be better protected in this way than any other, 
I should make no objection to it; but as I under- 
stand from the chairman of the Military Commit- 
tee, it will not make any difference in regard to 
the amount of troops, but is merely a question of 
accommodation for the troops. It does not appear 
that they have suffered heretofore, or will suffer 
hereafter, though their accommodations may not 
be quite as good as they could be. 

In the present state of the ‘Treasury, I think it 
might be as well to defer this; at any rate, | have 








a stronghold, there is no necessity for it in that 
section of the country, and it would be of no use 


for you to build a fortress there. If it is merely || 


| 


for the accommodation of troops, to give them 
protection from the inclemency of the weather, I 
make no objection. A fortress, even if it were 
Gaerne up there, would not protect the country 
r 


om incursions of Indians, nor from intrusions of | 


seen so many instances in the last three or four 

ears, where, when a certain gross sum of money 
as been appropriated for a purpose, it has been 
all expended for the benefit of private persons, 
|| without ateomplishing the purpose, that I am dis- 
|| posed to wait, particularly betore appropriating 
these large sums of money to be put into the 


'| hands of the Secretary of War for such abjects. 


British officials; batif it is for protection of troops || Iam not disposed to say anything more; I am 


now there, and likely to remain there, I shall not 
object. 


r. DAVIS. I think I can explain to the Sen- 


ator from Maryland, if he will permit me. 





|| not disposed to say anything that is offensive; 


but inasmuch as the country there will not suffer 
for the want of troops, and as it is only a ques- 
tion as to the accommodation of the troops them- 
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selves, and we are not at 
think it may be as well to d 
to another year, and then consider whether it is 
worth while to make the appropriation. 
hear something further on the subject. 
Mr. RICE. I must have been unfortunate in 
not making myself understood. For years the 


people of that country have asked for troops. The | 


former Secretary of War saw the necessity of it. 
The present Secretary of War saw the necessity 
of having troops there. He ordered them there 
two years ago, and they were hutted. They re- 
mained during the summer season in huts, but 
were unable to remain in that cold climate with- 
out better protection, and were ordered away, 
and were absent during the winter. In the mean 
time the Indians went on committing depreda- 
tions. The Secretary of War found it absolutely 
necessary to order them back again this past sea- 
son. A few weeks ago he ordered them there; 
and three companies are now there for the pro- 
tection of the inhabitants, the protection of the 
frontier; and unless they can have money to build 
barracks to shelter them in the winter,they must 
be ordered back again next fall, and the items of 


transportation back and forth will amount to a | 
good deal more than the money asked for these | 


quarters. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 
wait, 


is on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RICE. I deem this a matter of very great 
importance, and it may become necessary here- 
after to refer to it. | therefore ask for the yeas 
and nays. I hope the Senate will not refuse it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 1 did not intend to saya 
word in regard to this amendment; but it scems 
to me to be very important. From my observa- 


tion, (and all that | know about it is principally | 
from observation since I have been in that coun- | 


try,) Lam certain that this appropriation is wise 
and just. 1 do not see why gentlemen should 
have any apprehensions that there is anything 
wrong about it. Tecan remember, some years ago, 
when the Government ordered troops into that 


country; and I have known, since I have been a | 
resident of Minnesota, that great outrages have | 
been committed in that section of the country, | 


which have arisen almost entirely from the fact 
that there has been no protection there. The ap- 
propriation, to me, seems to be absolutely neces- 
sary and wise and just; and I hope it will be 
adopted. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 6; as follows: 


YERAS—Mesers. Anthony, Bragg, Chandler, Chesnut, 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 
Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, 
Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, Trumbull, Wigtall, Wilkinson, and 
Wiison— 28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Dixon, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Pearce, 
and ‘Toombs—6. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. | offer the following amendment 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, to add at 
the end of the bill: 

for the construction of barracks and quarters at Fort 
Cobb, in the Indian Territory, $100,000. 

1 will state to the Senate, that this is the esti- 
mate of the cost which is sent from the Depart- 
ment with a letter presenting this as a post where 
barracks are fequired. It is that post which lies 
north of the Red river, and which has been se- 
Jected as best commanding the nomadic Indians 
west of Texas, and north of the Red river, and 
upon the skirts of Kansas; migratory Indians who 
have comnfitted so many depredations, and of 
whom the Senate has heard so much, 

Mr, COLLAMER. Did I understand the gen- 
Ueman to say that this was called for by the head 
of the Department? 

Mr. DAVIS, Yes. I will send the Secre- 

ay letter up to the Clerk’s desk, and let it be 
read. 
_ Mr, COLLAMER. If it is, I do not object to 
it. By mistake, I voted for one that he did not 
call for, and I shall not vote for any more, I 
shall not vote for any they do not want. 

Mr. DAVIS. Here is the letter from the War 
Department with tlie estimate of the Quartermas- 
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present very flush, I 
efer this, at any rate | 


Let us ] 


| commands the main channel or entrance into the 


| connoissance of that post, and in his report to the 


| ance of a fortification upon that point, which the 


Iam rather inclined to | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |; 








seen 


ter General accompanying the letter of the Sec- | 
retary of War, which can be read if desired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. From the same committee, I pro- || 
»ose another amendment, to add at the end of the 
vill: 

For fortifications at Point Roberts on the gulf of Georgia, 
$100,000. 

I will state to the Senate that this gulf of | 
Georgia and Point Roberts have acquired very | 
great importance within a short period. Perhaps 
it may not have been very generally observed that | 
the prolongation of the forty-ninth parallel, before | 
striking the sound, runs over a point of land | 








| which was formerly supposed to be north of the || 


forty-ninth parallel. Thus we acquire a piece of | 


| territory, being a point of land in a peninsula, all || any other island in the group, for the purpose of 


| by fortifications, her communications with the ¢ 


the rest of which is British territory; and this | 


bay which forms the inlet to the valley of Fraser’s 
river. General Totten has recently made a re- 


War Department gives his opinion of the import- 


Secretary of Warcommunicates to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, who examined it with a view 


|| Great Britain for her own occupation, either for def 
| or offensive purposes. 


| the straits of Fuca, and all other waters within ¢ 
| tery, including Puget Sound, Admiralty inlet, 


| 


| 


| tablishment. 





to our command of that bay, the entrance into the 
valley of which has attracted a large population | 
by its recent gold discoveries; and the fact of its | 
being a commanding military position in relation | 
to Great Britain induced the committee to recom- | 
mend an appropriation to be made accordingly for | 
these fortifications. If the Senate request it, I will | 
have the papers read. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I should like to inquire | 
of the chairman of the committee, what sort of | 
fortifications it is proposed to erect there? Is this | 
to be the beginning of a system, or what is it? 
Having access to it by land, I take it, it is a Brit- 
ish ne 


Mr. DAVIS. 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. COLLAMER. And there will, therefore, || 


require to be fortifications against land approach ? | 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. As well as water commu- | 
nication ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That will require an ex- | 
tensive fortification ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This is but the beginning 
of it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Exactly. I take it so. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Has the system been 
marked out, and projected to what it is to be ul- 
timately ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the only mannerin which 
I can answer the Senator very satisfactorily, 
would be to have this paper read. It will save 
my throat, and perhaps give the information bet- 
ter than in any other way. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Confidential. 
Wasuinoton, March 26, 1860. 

Sir: Your instructions marked ‘ confidential,’ under 
date of November 9, 1859, directed me to “examine the 
island of San Juan, in the Canal de Haro, with a view to 
determining its fitness for a permanent fortification, and the 
best site therefor, upon it, in the event that the title to the 
island, now in dispute with the Government of Great Brit- 
ain, shall be decided in favor of the United States, of 
which, in my judgment, there is no shadow of doubt.”’ 

The fitness of this island fora permanent fortification, or 
for a military station of any kind, depends upon its relation 
to so much of our water frontier as lies along the straits 
of Fuca, and its water communications with the gulf of 
Georgia. 

This particular subject was, therefore, kept in mind while 
I was pursuing my general examination of the northwest 
coast. [t directed the particular course of my inspections 
of those waters, and led me to extend my explorations as 
high upas Fraser's river. 

[ find nothing in the magnitude, form, or position of San 
Juan island, that will admit of treatment for such a pur- | 
pose, separate from general military considerations, those 
only with which I have anything to do; and J now proceed 
to give, as briefly as I can, the convictions that have arisen 
in my mind, after mature reflection. 

Great Britain, by owning the whole of Vancouver’s 
Island, of which the southern shore bounds the straits of 
Fuca on the north, possesses, just within its southern ex- 
tremity, the admirable man-of-war harbor of Esquimauit ; 
and she now occupies it as a naval station, having present 
there at the time of my visit, one line-of-battle ship and four 
war steamers. This harbor has, in a high degree, every 
internal convenience ; facility of ingress and egress at all 
times, and perfect defensibleness at a moderate cost, by 
fortifications, should such defense be considered necessary 
at any future time, 

My first remark on these circumstances is, that possess- 
ing uimauit harbor, the ownership of the San Juan 
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archipelago, or of that island alone, is not necessary | 
ary to 


ensive 
Upying Esquj 
She Will con, 
in enable her, 
ape Piaz 
t, and all th; 
hipelago, All 
Will be inter. 


; Because, while oce 
mauit harbor, and enjoying naval superiority 
mand completely, so far as local position ¢; 


channels and passages of the San Juan are 
our commerce and communications therein 
rupted, or exposed to the greatest hazards. 
With superiority afloat, she will need no fortific 
the archipelago, in order to command the passages, | 
quietand pleasant waters may be much resorted to by | - 
cruisers ; but the place of refreshment, rendezvous ut r ; 
need be, of refuge, will, because there can be no iseniee - 
Esquimault itself. Indeed, a fortified anchorage at Say ee 
island, for instance, would not be essentially nearer = 
would no better overlook our harbors of Dungeness — 
Discovery, Squim Kabor, Admiralty inlet, Puget Saleen, 
&c., &e., than that of Esquimault. ue, 
Neither does Great Britain need San Juan is 


ALLONS in 


land, nor 
defending, 
’ . Ulf Of Geos 
gia. Such a system would demand numerous works to 


overlook the many uavigable passages through the ¢ 
while the same naval force that will be indispensal 
other purposes, will be precisely the best description of 
force for this defense ; and for the interception of, and re. 
sistance to, expeditions from our distant shores. : 

If, theretore, the archipelago be assigned to Great Bri: 
ain, it will hardly be the seat of any naval or military es- 

Possibly, with the growth of the country 

some establishments there may be deemed to need slicit 
defenses against predatory raids ; but nothing of that = 
can occur within any reasonable time ; and nothing is likely 
to happen in that way to bear upon our present question, 
But even it it be her wish to fortity there, her desire to re 
tain the islands arises, [ am convinced, mucli less from q 
belief that such a military or naval station is necessary to 
her interests in that region than from a knowledge that to 
us they will afford military advantages quite important, 
and not otherwise to be had. 

This leads me toremark, in the second place, that by the 
establishment of the division line between the two coup- 
tries, in the straits of Haro, we shall, in some sort, have 
compensation for the advantages Great Britain enjoys by 
owning the whole of Vancouver’s Island, and maintainin. 
a predominant naval force at its southern extremity, since 
it will thetf be in our power to react with more or less effect, 
according to our cnergy and enterprise, upon these interior 
waters, by securely fortifying an anchorage at Sdn Juan 
island, or some other place close upon the Haro channel. 

The presence, under the shelter of such fortifications, of 
fast, armed steamers, would exercise an important influ- 
ence upon the communications between the straits of Fuca 
and the gulf of Georgia. Fraser’s river, &c., would at ail 
times threaten and harrass this communication ; and com- 
pletely command it, whenever it should happen to be with- 
out the actual presence of a strong convoy. 

It is easy to see that no such eflects could be looked for, 
with the naval mastery against us, if our nearest fortified 
position were some forty or fifty miles distant from the main 
channel—which will be the ease if the Rosario strait is to 
become the boundary. 

My conclusions, from these and such like considerations, 
are that the possession of the San Juan group of islands, 
is, stratagetically, of high importance to us; that without 
this possession, there cgn be no escape or relief from the 
paralysis that adverse naval predominance will impose on 
all our coasts and waters inside of Cape Flattery ; and 
that, so far as considerations of a different nature adinit, 
or can be materially aided by such influences, this import- 
ance can hardly have too much weight given to it. 

The selection of the precise site for the fortification 
deemed to be necessary under such views as the above, Is 
a matter not to be fixed by mere inspection of the ground 
and water, without more detailed surveys than we now 
have. There are, probably, several advantageous positions; 
but that one has to be found that combines the greatest 
number of important conditions. 

Some important military considerations make it my duty 
to offer here a remark or two on another matter, supposed 
to be connected with unsettled points in the boundary 
question. , 

A portion of “ Point Roberts,”’ situated near the bottom 
or outlet of the gulf of Georgia, is cut off from the main 
land, and left on our side, by the parallel of 49° north Jati- 
tude. This pues I deem to have much value, in a mili- 
tary sense, because from this point a command over the 
lower portion of the gulf of Georgia can be maintained, 
not unlike that exercised over the straits of Fuca, and the 
inner waters, by the harbor of Esquimault. To make this 
analogy complete would, of course, require a naval pre- 
ponderance on our part; but, even without this, under such 
provisions as have been suggested for the San Juan grou, 
an important control and active and telling enterprises may 
result from its possession. 

A fortified anchorage here, with a few swift war steam- 
ers, would permit an active codperation with the like e* 
tablishment suggested for the San Juan islands ; serving, 2 
the case might be, for combined or independent efforts ; 10° 
mutual support or reciprocal refuge. It is plain that duly 
to perform this part, this northern work must not be placed 
on shores distant from principal channels, but be brought 
well to the front, where everything can be scen and all 
chances of action improved. ; 

But independent of effects and influences having rela- 
tion to a possible state of war with our powerful neighbor, 
we have to keepin mind the necessity of providing our 
water frontier with sure protection against large bands of 
brave, hardy, and enterprising northern Indians, whos¢ 
harvest is predatory are, and who recognize no rela 
tions with others but those of hostility. Expeditions . 
these, even of late, have visited our shores, leaving * 
memories of spoliation and blood-shedding. 

Against this danger even incessant vigilance on the ew 
of the inhabitants is no security upon the long-extende 
shores, where population must be sparse for many years \° 
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al and the sudden concentration needed for resistance, 
consequently, impossible. : 

The existence of this danger, so peculiar and so real, 
rust henceforth, as heretofore and now, greatly retard 
wettlement on the inland waters of Washington Terri- 


(. neretofore suggested in an able report, made in 1855, 
»y Captain Stoneman, of the second cavalry, and Lieuten- 
ant Whiting, of the engineers, effectual security is to be 
found only ia the military oecupation of some point high 


up in 


rear of any Indian expedition venturing below, and, out- 
stripping even the swift war canoes, able to intercept and 
destroy them all. , 

The existence of such an establishment would give se- 
curity and confidence to al) the waters of Washington Ter- 
yrory; and I believe that, for years to come, nothing short 
of it will do so. 

No position can be better adapted to such a purpose than 
Point Roberts, lying at an extreme northern limit, project- 
ing well into the gulf of Georgia at the narrowest place 
near the mouth, and possessing, as I believe, the requisite 
jocal facilities. 

Under conviction of the cogency of these reasons, and of 
those just stated, I hope to be excused for earnestly recom- 
ending adhesion to Point Roberts as an important posi- 
tion in the defensive system of the northwest coast of the 
United States. 

{ask leave to repeat, by way of recapitulation, the earn- 
est recommendation that, for the better protection of our 
waters inside of Cape Flattery, and to provide for security 
iy time of war, and more than mere passive resistance, 

|. A suitable anchorage, ator near San Juan island, may 
ve securely fortified ; and 

2, Asimilar one at Point Roberts. 

\ map of part of Washington Territory is herewith, for 
the clearer understanding of the preceding remarks. 

[ have the honor to be, very respectfully your obedient 
servant, JOSEPH G. TOTTEN, 

Brevet Brigadier General and Colonel Engineers. 
To Hoa. Joun B. Froyp, Secretary of War, Washington. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Ishouldlike, before voting 
upon that, to hear something more distinctly about 


it from the Senator from Mississippi, the chair- | 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs, who 
seems to have the opinion of one officer upon the 
subject, who has been sent out there to make 
merely a survey of that section of the country. 
{ suppose he had nothing to do, and we sight 
therefore as well employ him in that business as 
ay other. He does not seem to be very strenu- 
ous about itas to time. He points out this place 
as necessary to be fortified, one day or another, 
in the possible contingency of war. It may be 
necessary at some time or other; but I should 
really like the opinions of others who are learned 
and skillful in these matters, whether it is ad- 


visable, in the present state of the Treasury, to | 


commence the erection of two fortifications—for 
they seem to be twins; one beginsnow; the other, 
as part of the same system, is to begin soon, and 
this is only the commencement of the matter. At 
present there are no difficulties there, and rfone are 
apprehended. The contingency of war is onlya 
possible one. The country 1s unsettled; and really 
that coast is so far away, and so little needing 
protection at the present time, that it is a question 
which addresses itself to the sense of men, whether 
itis advisable, in the present state of the country, 
and the present state of the Treasury more par- 
ticularly, to commence those fortificauons. If we 
are satisfied of it, of course I have no sort of ob- 
jection to voting the money; for I am willing at 
all umes to do whatever may be necessary as soon 
as it may be necessary, or as we are able to do it; 
but | want to be a little better satisfied than I am 
byeven General Totten’s opinion, whether it is 
advisable to begin this work at the present mo- 
ment under existing circumstances. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer as well as I can 
the Senator from Maine. General Totten is the 
chief of the engineer corps, and as such has had 
lis mind particularly directed to a general system 
of fortifications; all the reports from different local- 
ites having been collected in his bureau for a 
number of years. Soon after a trip to Europe, 
where his mind was supposed to have been some- 
what more generalized, he was ordered to go to 
the coast of the Pacific to examine the fortifica- 
tions, and sites where fortifications were required, 
and this is a portion of his report. | think, 
in the answer which I had read, he does press 
the present necessity for fortifying Point Rob- 
erts, and not merely in relation to the contin- 
gency of war with some civilized nation to 
which the Senator referred, but also in relation 
‘o the Indian tribes. They are the people whose 
canoes he speaks of, which are very remarkable, 


these waters, and the stationing there of one or two i 
gual, fast, armed steamers, always ready to fall upon the | 
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|| carrying twenty or thirty, and sometimes more, 


| men. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. 
| me a moment? 
Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 
| Mr, FESSENDEN. He speaks of war steam- 


Will the Senator allow 


| ers as being necessary and advisable with refer- 
ence to protection against the Indians. 


tection of the steamers, or are the steamers to be 
in harbor on the other side, somewhere near there? 
cannot get the idea. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


to lie, safe from any attack. I suppose he hardly 
expects these canoes to take them. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Is this to be the anchor- 


age? 


age at which these light steamers will lie. It is, 
therefore, he proposes that it be brought down to 
the shore. Itis a fortified anchorage. I so un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is the fortification neces- 
sary as against the Indians; to protect the steamers 
against the Indians? 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, I will not run saws with 
the Senator. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
how they are connected. 
tion is important 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is not half so witty 
as he thinks he is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not pretend to be 
witty. If the Senator will allow me, I am en- 
deavoring to get an explanation simply. Now, 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi must 
know that we are all simpletons, compared with 
him, in relation to all these matters. We are all 
ready to admit it; and I was humbly trying to sit 
at his feet and acquire instruction before voting, 
and I want him so to understand; and of his mag- 
nanimity and kindness to dispense it—that is all. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand perfectly well the 
Senator’s whole line of argument. I will not pre- 
tend to say that Ne is very well informed; and if 
he chooses to plead his ignorance, t leave him 
under his own plea, and to the full benefit of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I admit it all. 

Mr. DAVIS. He asked, what are the facts, 
which I supposed he had notexamined ; and if he 
had only kept his patience a little while, and curbed 
his wit and sarcasm, I should have answered as 
far as I was in possession of the facts of which he 
seemed to be inquiring. If he is constantly to 
interject remarks to break the line of reply, of 
course it is needless for me to attempt to answer. 
I was saying to the Senator, taking 1t for granted 
that he was doing what seemed to be, or what 
was implied by his language, asking for informa- 
tien contained in the reports of the Department, 
that this work was to cover an anchorage; and 
that this anchorage was to be a place where light 
steamers were to be kept, and that the steamers 
were to be employed against these Indians. There, 
without allowing me to go on, he inquires whether 
war steamers were to be taken by canoes. Now, 
he is not half so smart as he thinks heis. Those 
canoes are double as big as he supposes, and carry 
twice as many Indians probably as he imagines; 
and a steamer lying at rest, particularly un- 
manned, will be liable to be taken; and the cheap- 
est way to protect them might be under the guns 
of the fort. The general of engineers, however, 
in making his report, certainly did not look to the 
Indians alone. A very small work might have 
answered for any defense which the steamers, dur- 
ing the period they were unmanned, might require 
from marauding bands of Indians, even if their 
purpose was only to set fire to them. 

The Senator from Vermont asked a question, 
the answer to which certainly covered that whole 

round, when he inquired whether this work was 
fable to be taken by land attack; and must, there- 
fore, be built with a view to land defense. I so 
understand it. I therefore understand it is to be 
| & large one, and a work of heavy expenditure. 
| But the necessity for beginning it now is con- 
| nected with the defense of that frontier from In- 

dian incursions. It may be better, and the Sena- 
| tor may know it to be better, to resort to other 
| means, to build arsenals and stockades, to be torn 
down hereafter, when it may be necessary to con- 
struct a fort. He may have some rapid mode of 


I should like to know 
It seems the fortifica- 











RESSIONAL GLOBE. __ 


Is it | 
necessary to build these fortifications for the pro- || 


This is a fortification of an an- || 
choragesin which he supposes these steamers are 


“Mr. DAVIS. This fort isto cover the anchor- | 
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construction, such as we have not ascertained, 


either in the harbor of Pertland or in the Penob- 
| scot bay, by which forts are to be built at once— 


as soon asthey are needed. But, I take it, in the 
Territory of Washington, where they have less 
labor, it requires many years after a work is com- 
menced before it is compleved; and itis during the 
period of peace, and when war is most remote, 
that it is necessary to commence fortifications, if 
they are ever to be finished. 

This work on Point Roberts, I think, is reeom- 
mended by the engineers as one requiring imme- 
diate attention. There is another also recom- 
mended. They are not twins, as the Senator 
They are very different localities. 


constructed. I take it for granted many more 
will be finally constructed, and that the two will 
be Lut the beginning of a system of defense of 


| Puget Sound and the entrance to the Columbia 
| river; but the committee have recommended onl 
one. 


Looking over the whole ground, though 
two were pressed upon their attention, they asked 


| an appropriation for only one, and that one may 


be unnecessary. The committee did not assume 
to be infallible, nor did they consider their organ 
as being able t teach every one all that it was 
necessary to know. lam only willing to answer 
the inquiries of Senators as far as I possess the 
facts; and in making such replies from inform- 
ation communicated to the committee, I do not 
charge any one with ignorance; I do not exalt my 
own knowledge; I do not profess to be a judge; 


| but where a fortification Is required, what the 


extent of the fortification should be, how it should 
be constructed, whether it should be commenced 


| at water batteries, or whether it should be com- 
* menced in land defenses; whether great barracks 


should be first erected; whether it should be case- 
mated or barbetted, and all these other questions, 
I leave to the War Department and the engineer 
bureau. I take it, the Senator has no right to 
require the chairman of the committee to give any 


| such information. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I was per- 
fectly sincere in what I said; and I was inquiring 
for information about this matter. I was also per- 
fectly sincere in saying that if this work was ne- 
cessary to be commenced now, at the present time, 
I was perfectly willing to vote any amount of 
money that was necessary to accomplish it; but 
I think that, atany rate, we who are called upon 
to vote for these particular works, should be in- 
formed to that extent which may be necessary in 
order to enable us to come to a reasonable con- 
clusion on the subject. 

Now, sir, what have we here with respect to 
this matter? We have a single letter read—from 
a distinguished officer 1 admit, who has made a 
military survey of that country, and who seems 
to think that certain fortifications may be neces- 
sary for certain purposes in certain contingencies. 
With regard to those contingencies, when they 
are likely to arise or what is to be the extent of 
their severity, | suppose we are as able to judge 
as the officer himself. The letter itself did not 
seem to me sufficiently to press, or to any great 
extent to press, the immediate construction of 
those works; and there are obvious reasons to my 
mind why we should not begin the erection of any 
more of those works, especially upon that coast, 
unless they are necessary at the time, and until 
they become necessary. Why? In the first place, 
I have not yet heard an estimate of the whole cost 
of erecting this fortification. There is a single 
statement, a single recommendation of the com- 
mittee to appropriate $100,000. Ido not know 
that there is any estimate from the ee 
or any Department, stating how much it is to 
cost. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will say to the Senator, I am 
sorry to have misunderstood him, since he avows 
the entire sincerity with which he asked the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [ avowed that before. 

Mr. DAVIS, I will state, in relation to the 

oint you are now on, that the engineer is unable 

imself to make an estimate. is letter shows 
that the character of the work is a thing yet to be 
determined. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. Now let us 
come to the position in which the thing is placed, 
since we are compelled to examine it for our- 
selves, We have here a recommendation from 
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the Committee on Military Affairs to appropriate 
$100,000 to commence the construction of a work 
at Point Roberts. In support of that we have 
read a Jetter from the head of the engineer depart- 
ment, in which he states that certain fortifications 
will be needful there at. some time anil in certain 


conungencies. This is only one of them; and | 


now we have it from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs that no estimate what- 
ever has been made with regard to this particular 


fortification, or any of the whole class which he | 


recommends as a class in that place. 


Now, sir, permit me to say, with all respect, 


that this is not the mode in which Congress is 
usually called, and the amount of information 
usually afforded, when we are called upon to vote 


money. We do not know but that these fortifica- | 
tions at Point Roberts will cost a million dollars | 


or more. We do not know but the other fortifi- 
cation, Which if not a twin is recommended in 
the sarne breath, is to cost another million dol- 


lare. On this insufficient information, with no | 


estimate, the chairman of the committee being un- 


able to give us any, stating that none has been | 


made; that nothing is made with regard to it, and 
no sufficient data are furnished by which we can 
estimate; without knowing what kind of fortifi- 
cation is to be made, and having no opportunit 

to pass our judgment upon any one thing with 
reference to this subject, except that letter, we are 
called upon to vote this amount of money. That 


is not the usual mode in which Congress is ap- | 


pealed to to appropriate money for the erection of 
fortifications any where, under any circumstances. 
If I have read aright, the mode usually is to ap- 
point a commission to make an examination in 
regard to the system of fortifications or 
and then what kind of fortifications are to be built; 
to have an estimate of what they are to cost, and 
then to see whether, in the existing state of things, 
and the existing state of the ‘Treasury, it is worth 


Well, sir, all this may be necessary and expe- 
dient. It may be necessary at the present time. 
If so, as I said before, | am perfectly willing to 
vote it. I never withhold my vote from consid- 


erations of mere money, if it is necessary to ex- | 


pend that money at the period; butas one called 


upon by the positionin which the Senate placed | 
me, to look occasionally into the subject of our | 


| means, I thought it became me to inquire a little 
in the first place, how far it was necessary to draw 
upon those means at the present time, to begin 
what must certainly be a very expensive system 
when carried out, and more particularly expens- 


such circumstances and such difficulties, in the 
unsettled state of the country there, it is mani- 
festly to cost a vastly larger sum than it will at 
a future time, when there are greater facilities, 
both for material and labor. This is all of my 
question, sir, and that is the notion I have about 
it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator treats this as though 
there had been no examination, no suggestion of 
any amount; as if the Committee on Military 


$100,000, and presented it to the Senate in the 
form of an amendment. Now, I believe the Sen- 
ator is a member of the Committee on Finance, 
| and as such has seen a letter from the Secretary of 
War, recommending an appropriation of $100,000, 
_the sum presented here by the committee in this 

amendment, He must have seen, from that letter 


of the Secretary of War, that the sum of $100,000- 


was required, It is impossible, before a location 
is made of a work, before the ground has been 
examined, before levels are taken of all the com- 


|} manding heights, to determine either the exact 


while for the country to begin at the time when | 


the appropriation is called for. That I under- 
stand to be the mode usually adopted. 
Ican comprehend that there may be a very 


decent reason for deferring this matter unless it || 


is pressing. In the first place, there is no popu- | 


lation there at the present time. ‘There are no 
facilities for getting the material and the work 
necessary. It is a new country. It is avery dis- 
tant country. Itas far away from all the usual 
appliances that are needful in order to erect these 


fortifications economically and with propriety in || 
the best manner. Now, then, making an ordinary |! 


calculation, it will probably cost double, or per- | 


haps more than that, to erect these fortifications | 


at the present ime, to begin immediately, that it 
would some years hence, when population is set- 
tled in that neighborhood, and when the material 
and labor can be found with facility. 

Then comes the question of expediency. Is it 
advisable at the present time? Is there any such 


pressing necessity calling upon ws, with reference || 


either to a foreign Power or to the Indians, to ap- | 


ropriate this money and to begin this work now? 

| recognize the truth of the saying that in time 
of peace we should prepare for war. Ihave heard 
it before. I have no doubt of the truth of the 
axiom. It is so unquestionably; but I take it, it 
does not follow as a corollary trom that, that in 
time of peace we are to do nothing else but pre- 
pare for war, and prepare for it whether war is 
imminent, and under whatever disadvantages we 
may have to begin with. ‘Thatis not the system. 
It is carrying it a little too far. 

Now, the question I put to the Senator was not 
with any disposition to indulge in a display of 
wit, fer | have no pretense to wit. I have neither 
wit nor humor. I claim to be no more than a 
plain, blnut man, speaking my mind upon these 
subjects, so far as | understand them, which cer- 
tainly, on subjects like these, is toa very reasona- 
ble extent. It did seem to me to bea little queer, 
and the Senator will pardon my ignorance, that 
we were to have a war steamer to protect the 
country there against the Indians, and then we 
were to have a fortified anchorage to protect the 
steamer against the Indians, I could not put those 
two things together; but the Senator is now obliged 
to say, as I understand him, that the fortification 
is really intended with reference to difficulties we 
may have with foreign Powers, whilethe steamers 
are neeessary with reference to the difficulties we 
may have with those nearer us at home. 


ms 


| 





. pian of the work or its cost. It is impossible, 


yefore you have examined the channel, before you 
| have determined how the face of the work shall 
front, to determine what shall be the size of the 
work, how many guns it shall mount, in how 
many tiers the guns shall be; and therefore, itis 
utterly impossible, in the first instance, to tell 
what will be the amount it will finally cost. The 
first expenditure, however, it is well known may 
be made, and will fall within the sum as in this 
instance stated. The Secretary of War says: 

** Fully concurring with the views of the chief engineer, 
I beg leave to recommend that an appropriation of $100,000 
be made for a fortification at Point Roberts, on the gulf of 
Georgia; and [I will suggest that that amount be inserted 
in the appropriation bill now pending before your commit- 
tee.’ 

He then goes on to apologize for not having 
submitted it in his annual estimates, on account of 
the réport of the chief engineer having been re- 
ceived at too lateaday. Now, sir, these steam- 
/ers are not vessels of war. They are steamers 
carrying one, two, and perhaps three guns, and 
they are kept for speed. These canoes—the Sen- 
ator from Oregon can tell much more about them 
than I can—have such speed that it requires a war 
steamer—that is, a side-wheel steamer of great 
speed—to overtake them; that they cannot rely 
upon anything else to control these Indians in 
their large canoes, which they use in that sound. 
Itisa subject, however, of importance to that 
frontier, in its locality, in its connection with the 
immediate defense of the frontier, in its ultimate 
object as to the protection of a great harbor and 
anchorage to be protected against foreign fleets— 
harbors out of which a commerce comes very 
much like the State the Senator represents, and 


| increasing semanas and now | understand,of the 
y 


Pacific, second only to San Francisco; all these 
| constituting considerations why the fortifications 
| should be commenced connected with the imme- 
| diate defense of that frontier from these large bands 
| of hostile Indians. The Senator from Oregon, 
however, is betterable to explain the subject than 
' Tam. 

Mr. LANE. It is not surprising, Mr. Pres- 
| dent, indeed, I am gratified to find the Senator 
from Maine inquiring, very property into the ne- 
| cessity of this work, and the probable expense 
of it.” Lam sure I can say, with him, I will not 
| give my consent to any appropriation of money 
| that I do not believe to be absolutely necessary. 
But if you cast your eye upon the map, you will 
see that Point Roberts is a very important point. 
| Jt commands the waters to the entrance of Fra- 

ser’s river, a country which a large portion of our 

people now frequent, on account of the gold in 
that region of country, and in which Indians re- 
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side who are very warlike indeed. They are more 
formidable than any Indians on our coast. The, 
are convenient to the British possessions deme, 
nient to Vancouver’s Island, and so far have -<l 
aged to keep themselves well supplied with co. 
with muskets, with cartridges, with everythine 
necessary to prosecute a war promptly. 
The size and speed of their canoes are wonder. 
ful. I do not know whether Senators are ac. 
ens with the character of the canoes that 
_ those people build. They are capable of settine 
out upon a war expedition in their canoe 


hg 


8, an 


' 1 | making speed at the rate of six, or eight, or ten 
ive the sooner we begin it, because if beguy under | 


knots an hour. It requiresa steamer of fair speed 

to run down one of those canoes or to overtake 
them. From this very locality, they can make 
an outfit, and in one night reach the settlements 
| on the coast to the south of them, commit depre- 
| dations, murder the settlers, and then be off jy 
| their canoes, and make their escape. Then, for 
| the protection of the settlements, for the safety of 
| our people, and to afford a safe anchorage fo, 

steamers and other vessels necessary for the sup- 


Fi. || pression or preventing of such expeditions, sych 
| Affairs had suddenly jumped upon the amountof | i 


a work as is contemplated in this amendment js 
| necessary. A tam 
| Itis an important location in another point of 
view. It is convenient, as I remarked before, to 
the British possessions; and, indeed, it isa point 
| of land—separated by an air line, or by the forty- 
ninth parallel, leaving us a few thousand acres of 
ground there—that completely commands the gulf. 
| [ can take no view of the question that does not 
| present that point as of immense importance, and 
the fortification as necessary. So TJ regarded it 
when the question was examined in committee, 
I believe all the members of the committee re- 
garded itas important; and this is so manifest to 
those who have examined it, that I hope there will 
| be no question about the adoption of this amend- 
, ment. I think it will be the means of saving very 
| large expense that would grow out of the Indian 
| wars, afford protection to our people, and save the 
lives of very many. I trust, therefore, from the 
| necessity of the matter, that this amendment may 
| be adopted. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. With every disposition to 
defend that coast, I cannot bring my mind, upon 
examining the map, to come to the conclusion 
that this expenditure is judicious now. It is cer- 
| tainly a very good point to harass the commerce 
of Great Britain, and to interrupt it with the gulf 
of Georgia; but in any other point of view, I do 
not think it very important. If there were an 
expedition to come out of the gulf to attack our 
possessions, this would be undoubtedly a very 
good point to fortify; but nobody supposes that 
Great Britain has any force in the gulf of Geor- 
gia, or on Fraser’s river, that is likely to invade 
us. If we are to be invaded it will most probably 
be from the sea; and there are points below this, 
I have no doubt, which it is vastly mor@import- 
ant to fortify. I think the money we propose to 
spend on this coast had probably better be directed 
to other points. Taking that view of it, without 
any purpose to detain the Senate, I shall simply 
say that I cannot vote for the amendment. | 
know very little about these matters, but I can- 
not see that it is intended so much to protect us 
as to menace Great Britain. If we ever get to 
war with her, lapprehend she will strike at more 
vital points, and such possessions as these will be 
the prizes that will fall to the victors in the end. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment reported from the Commtt- 
tee on Military Affairs. ; 

The amendment was notagreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes fourteen, noes not counted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have another amendment from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to insert at 
the end of the bill: 

For reconstructing the stables at Carlisle barracks, 
$8,050. 

I will merely state that the stables there were 
destroyed by fire. The Quartermaster General 
makes a report and estimate, in which he pro- 
poses to use as much of the old material as re- 
mains, and that this additional sum will be neces 
sary to reconstruct the stables for the cavalry 
depot, or place of instruction of cavalry recruits, 
which is at Carlisle, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to ask the ge0- 
tleman, as the buildings are now burnt, and it 1s 
now necessary to rebuild them, whether the posi- 
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1 . 5 
e want to change it at all? 
Mr. DAVIS. _ 1 cannot say as to that. 


Mr. COLLAMER, That is somewhat im- | 


portant, if you are going to rebuild. 


such = 
Secretary of 


bles. 


better at Carlisle than at any other point. 

The question being put; on a division there 
were—ayes 20, noes 2, no quorum voting. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Chesnut, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Davis, Dixon, Doo- 
ite, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, 
éreen,Grimes, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
King, Lane, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Ten Eyck, ‘Toombs, 
Wigiall, and Wilson—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, and Hale—3, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I have anotheramendment from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to insert at the 
end of the bill the following: 

To enable the Third Auditor of the Treasury to settle the 
accounts of officers now suspended, for disbursements 
through the Quartermaster General’s department for sup- 
plies turnished and stores transported for the three compa- 
nies of voluntcers called into the service of the United 
states in the Territory of Kansas, in 1856, by authority of 
the War Department, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

I will mer state to the Senate that these are 
accounts of officers of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment for supplies furnished to volunteers who 
were called out and have long since been paid; 
but the quartermasters that furnished the sup- 
plies, under orders, when so employed, have had 
their accounts stopped, there being no provision 
which authorizes them to issue as regular sup- 


or yetthey being ordered to issue, the Auditors | 
ave stopped the accounts, and they remain sus- 


pended in the accounting offices. It requires no 
appropriation, but merely givesauthority to adjust 
the accounts of those officers. Itis a technical 
question. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_Mr. DAVIS. I have another amendment, to 
insert at the end of the bill: 

For the payment of the salary of the keeper of the Co- 
lumbian armory in the city of Washington for eighteen 
months ending June 30, 1860, $1,800: Provided, Thereatter, 
the said armory shall be under the charge of an ordnance 
sergeant of the United States Army.’? 


[tis the armory which was built in this Dis- 
trict for the volunteers of the District, and as a 
depot for trophies. No provision was made to 
take care of it. I rather think it was in the con- 
templation of Congress that the volunteers them- 
selves should take charge of it. The Secretary of 
War has employed a man as custodian of the arm- 
ory, and no provision has been made for his sal- 
ary. He writes a letter on February 23, 1859, to 
the committee, asking that an appropriation shall 
be made as therein provided. The committee have 
added to it a provision to stop the further appoint- 
ment or employment of a keeper, and to turn over 
the armory to the custody of an ordnance sergeant 
of the Army. I wish the Senate to understand 
that the second provision is notthat which is rec- 
ommended by the Department, but is one which 
was added by the committee upon the recom- 
mendation of the Department; so that the Senate 
may decide as they think proper. 

Mr. HALE. Is not this anovel proceeding ? 
I understand we have built an armory for the 
volunteer militia of the District, and it is now 
proposed to pay the salary of an officer for taking 
charge of it. t think it is unprecedented. 


Mr. DAVIS. I do not hear the Senator. 
_ Mr. HALE. I was stating what I supposed 
itwas. I do not know whether I understand it. 


I understand we have built an armory upon the 
public grounds for this District—which, by the 
way, is a great nuisance; it never ought to have 
been done, and never ought to have been built 
Where it is; I think it is a great outrage; but now, 
taving done that, and provided an armory for 
the volunteer militia in this District, I understand 
itis proposed to pay a man for taking care of the 


, js such as to suit the Department? Do they | 
| District. 


Mr. DAVIS. But it is impossible to answer | 
a question as that. I should have to ask the | 
War what his impressions are. He | 
jas sent chis estimate for reconstructing the sta- | 
[ will answer the Senator that they have |! 


|; trophies, and of modets of military investigations, and have 
tried other places as cavalry depots, but have done || 


aa 
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arms belonging to the volunteer militia of the 
1 am opposed to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
retary’s desk, to be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


War Devartment, February 23, 1859. 
Sir: [ beg leave to call the attention of your committee 


to the fact that no special provision has been made for the | 


salary of the keeper of the building erected in this city as 
a depository of the arms of the District militia, of national 


the honor to request that an appropriation of $1,800 may be 


made by you for this object, to meet the expenditure until | 


the 30th of June, 1860; being at the rate of $100 a month. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. FLOYD, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, 


Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, Senate. 


Mr. HALE. 
that is all. 

Mr. KING. Iam not aware that there was 
any authority for the appointment of this man. 
Why might not the Secretary employ a man for 
any other purpose, and send him here for his 
pay? There was no law to authorize the em- 


cannes of this person, and the Secretary of | 


ar ought not to have him employed without 
authority of law. He had no business to do so. 

Mr. HALE. I raise a question of order. It 
is a private claim. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iask for the reading of the 
amendment again. Either I misapprehend it or 
the Senator from New York [Mr. inc} does. 

The Secretary again read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. KING. 1 am opposed to this amendment, 
because it proposes to pay, at the rate of $100 a 


. ° $ a | 
month, an officer appointed without authority of 


law, and because it proposes to establish a new 
office, or to give anew employment to some other 
officer without, that I am aware of, any good 
reason. If this is an armory belonging to the 
District, the District should provide for it. Why 
should the Federal Government undertake to keep 
at its expense an officer there? I do not see any 
good reason for it, and I should like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs some reason for this amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. The armory of the District of 
Columbia belongs, I suppose, to the United States. 
The ordnance sergeant is in the service of the 
United States; and, therefore, it will not institute 
any new office to put the ordnance sergeant there. 
It is a simple question. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The question being put, on a division there 
were—ayes 15, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KING. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Some Senators who voted 
were not counted by the Chair. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let us have a recount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If itis asked 
for, the Chair will put the question again. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make a single 
remark about it before voting. I would like to 
ask the chairman of the committee if there is any 
obligation resting upon us to take care of the 
property? If so, I see no impropriety in voting 
to pay this person. 

Mr. DAVIS. When I last had any knowl- 
edge of the armory, there were neither trophies 
nor models belonging to the United States in it, 
Itcontains nothing but the arms of the volunteers, 
and I do not say that there is any obligation upon 
us to take care of it. If there is nothing in the 
armory except the arms of the volunteer compa- 
nies in the District, I say that there is no such 
obligation upon us. Firearms are owned by the 
United States, and if ae think proper, they 7 
take charge of them, and of the armory in whic 
they are deposited; but I do not think there is 
any obligation upon us to do so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is there any property 
of the Government there at all except those 
arms ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I sayI donotknow. Thearm- 
ory was built for something else, and when I last 
knew anything of it, it had nothing else in it; but 
I have not inspected the armory for a long time, 


will send the letter to the Sec- 


I ask the yeas and nays on it; || 
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It may contain trophies and models and eer 
arms. It was for that purpose together wi 
that of an armory for the 
erected. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Then, it strikes me, there 





istrict, that it was 


| is hardly information enough about this subject. 


If it is right, | have no sort of objection to voting 
it; but it seems, from the explanation we have, 
we built an armory here for the use of the volun- 
teers, and put arms into their hands, ahd it does 
not appear there is anything else to be taken care 
of except those arms, which they should take care 
of themselves, and which all the militia do take 
care of when in their hands. We are to pay a 
man $100 a month for taking care of them, I see 
no reason for it, especially when he is employed 
without any legal authority in the world. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose it would take 
a man twelve hours a year to do it, and it is what 
all the rest of the militia of all the rest of the Uni- 
ted States do for nothing. I think Congress have 
been liberal to them in building the armory and 
giving it to them for nothing, without undertaking 


| to pay $100 a month for keeping their own arms 


in the building we have buiitfor them. It seems 


|| to me it Is outrageous. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ido not think the Senator puts 
the question at all fairly. It may be a very bad 
case; but let us treat it fairly at least. The mili- 
tia of the District are certainly not on the same 
footing as the militia of a State. They have no 
Legislature to appeal to, in order that a tax may 
be laid forany purpose whatever. Congress stands 
in the relation of the Legislature to the District. 


|The militia of the District are properly in the 
| service of Ini 5 

service of the United States. The armory belongs 
, to the United States, not toa State. 
| cumstances are different. 
| the United States to keep charge of the armory for 


All the cir- 
It may be proper for 


the militia in the District. 1 will not say it isour 
duty to do so; but it may be proper todo it. If we 
do notchoose to allow the militia to have free access 
to the arms put in their hands,it would then cer- 
tainly be exercised by Congress, as a right which 
they always retain. Itis a matter of no conse- 
quence, | think, as to whether we pay this indi- 


| vidual in this form or some other. 


Mr. HALE. He ought not to be paid at all. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no doubt the individual 
will be paid; nor that the Senator from New 
Hampshire perfectly understands that if we pay 
this now, we stop the accruing debt hereafter, 








| That seems to me to be enough. 


{ 
future. 


because the amendment is to stop it; and if we 
do not do it, and there is no ordnance officer as- 
signed to take charge of it, the Secretary of War 
probably will tell the man to go on, and after a 


| while he will come to Congress and get a com- 


vensation of $100 a month for the whole time he 
es been there. 

Mr. WILSON. By the letter read from the 
Secretary of War, itappears that there are trophies 
there and other matters. [should think something 
else had been put there 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘The building was erected for 
that. He does not say there are any there. 

Mr. WILSON. I think we had better settle 
this matter in some way. This person has been 
employed, I think, at a very large price; but we 





| had better dispose of it, and stop the expense 
| hereafter, as suggested by the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi. I therefore propose to appropriate $900, 
which is fifty dollars a month for eighteen mpnths. 
7 That settles 
with the person, and cuts off the expense for the 
think we had better do that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is very apparent, sir, from 
the report of this committee, that this expendi- 
ture is, in the first place, without authority of 
law; in the second place, that there is no equity 
in it against the United States; and in the third 
place, that it is unreasonable, and ought not to be 
allowed. For these reasons I shall oppose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 





of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by reducing the sum from $1,800 to $900. 
The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. : 
|” The amendmentof the committee was rejected ; 
| there being, on a division—ayes 13, noes 21. 





Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment of the 
| Committee on Military Affairs is to insert: 
| For procuring and distributing to the Army and militia 
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books of tactical instruction bothe several arms of service, 
825,000 


It will be recollected by the Senate that an 
appropriation was made some four or five years 


ago, and since that smaller appropriations, for the || 
distribution of such works among the militia. || 


The Congress having control of the instruction 


of the militia, so far as prescribing the mode of || 


discipline, it seemed to be properly charged with 
giving to them a uniform system of instruction 
as to regulation and as to tactics. The Secretary 
of War writes to the committee: 


‘* Numerous requisitions are made upon this Department | 


for the various systems of tactics used in the Army, which, 
with present means, can be answered to but a very limited 
extent only. 


“The general dissemination of such works among the | 


militia ofthe country is considered very desirable, and ap- 


pears to be contemplated by the act of May 12, 1820, requir- | 


ing the militia to be exercised inthe systems of instruction 
appointed for the observance of the regular Army. 


“1 advise that the sum of $25,000 be appropriated forthe | 


service above indicated.”’ 


THE 


Neen 


of the Un ted States, Army Kegulations, Military Laws,and || tion whether the Senate is willing to order $25,000 


| 


} 


| 


The subject is one so familiar to the Senate that | 


I suppose | need not add any more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the amendment, and there were twenty-one 
Senators in the affirmative. 

Mr. HALE I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on seconding the demand for the yeas and nays, 
and announced that, there not being a sufficient 
number to support the call, the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Count the other side. 
there are enough. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Those opposed 
to the amendment will rise. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
fifth of a quorum cannot order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS and others. They are not or- 
dered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 


| 


I think | 


}} 
A number that Is not one |) 


| 


But the Senator from New | 


Hampshire is aeking for a division of the other | 
side, to show that more than one fifth of the Sen- | 


ators present have seconded the call. Only three 
Senators got up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cided that there was not a sufficient number up, 
and was simply calling for the noes on the amend- 


ing been counted. 
ir. HALE. 


nays. 


| 
| 
i! 
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| to be spent for books in this way, Lask for the 
eas and nays, and am content to leave it there. 

| Mr. DOOLITTLE. I rise to a point of order. 
The vote of the Senate is being taken upon the 
question, and debate is out of order. [** Oh, no!’’} 
The Chair had received and counted those in the 
affirmative; and before the negative side was called, 
| and had risen to be counted, the Senator from New 
| Hampshire asked for the yeas and aa and the 
| Chair put the question to the Senate whether they 
would order the yeas and nays. A sufficient num- 
ber did not rise; and the Chair has not yet, as I 
understand the facts, counted the negative vote 
upon thisamendment. So that we are now in the 
midst of the taking of the vote ‘Ihe whole in- 
terposition as to whether we shall have the yeas 
a nays has passed away by the decision of the 
| Senate, there not being a sufficient number to de- 
_mand the yeasand nays. I understand that to be 

the fact. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, the Senator under- 
stands itentirely wrong. I can put him right on 
that. Lam right in order, and I amright in merit; 
Iam right against the Senator from Wisconsin, 
and I am right against the Senator from Missis- 

| sippi; and [ will show it. The amendment is: 

For procuring and distributing to the Army and militia of 
the United States, Army Regulations, Military Laws, and 
books of tactical instruction in the several arms of service, 
$25,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
| from Wisconsin makes a point of order which the 
Chair will decide. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; [ shall sit down until 
that is decided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of 
order taken by the Senator from Wisconsin is, 
in the opinion of the Chair, well taken. The 
| Chair had stated the question to the Senate, afid 

the affirmative vote onthe amendment was asked 

for and counted. After it was counted, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire called for the yeas and 
nays. The Chair asked of the Senate that those 
who were in favor of ordering the question to be 
taken by yeas and nays should rise. A portion 
rose, but in the opinion of the Chair not a suffi- 
cient number, and he so decided. The Senator 


,, from New Hampshire proposed debating the sub- 
ment, that they might be counted—the ayes hav- | 


| 


ject. In that state of things, the Chair suggested 
that the vote nothaving been counted, debate was 


I call for a count by yeas and || not then in order. The Senator suggested that 


| inasmuch as the Chair had said that, if the yeas 


‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had || and nays were asked for again, the question would 
counted, and decided that there was nota sufficient || be put, the Senator continued still to debate. The 


number up to order the yeas and nays. 


If the || Chair was then of opinion, and is yet, that it is 


Senator asks for the yeas and nays again, the || proper for the Senator toask for the yeasatid nays, 


Chair will put that question. 

Mr. HALE. 
_Itis an important question. 
be read again. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. This is a job, sir. lt is a book- 
maker’s job. Itisa job to take $25,000 to buy 
these mil 
Army and militia of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 


I think we ought to have them || be had or not. 


j 


' 


itary books, for distribution amongst the || 


Senate, and the vote is being counted; and the | 


Chair is of opinion that debate is not now in order. || 


Mr, HALE. 1 understood the Chair to say— 
I think | am not mistaken in it, if the Chair will 
just recollect a moment—that the Chair would put 
the call for the yeas and nays again, if it was re- 
quested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
say so, and will repeat it. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suppose it is in order to 
debate the question, before the yeas and nays are 
taken. Debaie is in order after the yeas and nays 
are ordered, and at any time before the vote is 
declared. Ifthe Chair decides that I am not in 
order, I shall sit down, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, 1 do not want the Chair, 
I want the Senate to hear me. [Laughter.]} 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can- 
not answer for the Senate. (Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE, I was saying that this wasa prop- 
osition to take $25,000, to buy books to distribute 
amongst the Army and militia; and probably the 
bottom of it is a book-maker’s job, On this ques- 


| 
| 





| 
| 
} 


i 


| 


_and for the Senate to decide whether they shall 
If they be ordered, then the ques- 


Letthe amendment || tion is open to debate, and the discussion may go 


on; if they be not ordered, the vote must be count- 
ed, and debate until that time is, in the opinion 


|| of the Chair, not in order; and therefore the point 


| taken by the Senator from Wisconsin is well 
taken, and debate in this stage of the matter is not 
| in order. The question whether the yeas and 
| nays shall be ordered or not is proper, and the 


|| Chair will put that question if the Senator from 
Hampshire that the question is being put to the | 


New Hampshire or any other Senator asks for it. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Chair pardon me for 


making a suggestion ? 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Before the final decision of 
the Chair is made to the Senate, lL ask the Sena- 
tor who occupies the Chair to recollect—I think 





and unbroken practice of the Senate to allow a 
Senator to address the Chair while we are divid- 
ing, and to resume and carry on thé debate. I 
think that is the unbroken practice of the Senate, 
and this is the first instance I have ever known it 
changed. While the Chair may be accurately 


| he will not fail to recollect—that it is the uniform 


|| correct in its critical decision—I will not discuss 


| that—the practice of the Senate has been all the 
other way. I venture to say that fifty ree 
| haps a hundred, I have seized upon the floor 


| while the Senate was dividing. At any time be- 


fore the Chair announces the vote, Senators have 
always been allowed to address the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I think the Senator from Maine 
is right in speaking of the usage of the Senate. 
Courtesy, which has always prevailed, and I hope 
will continue to prevail in the Senate, has waived 


‘| many of the formalities of the strict rules; but 
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| pete having been made, I think th, 
i| Che ed it correctly, If the point is waiy,,) 
| the debate can go on; but the question of ‘ 
| having been made, the Chair, | am sure, decid, ¢ 
jit correctly The Senator from Maine, howey,,. 
| is right; the usage of the Senate has been, y))j, “ 
| there was some controlling reason to the contrary, 

—_ courtesy, to allow these informalities to take 

ace. 

P The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
with the permission of the Senate, will state th, 
| such was the opinion of the Chair, and he saiq ;,, 

the Senator from New Hampshire that the Ch,:, 
was willing to hear the Senator go on with th 
debate; and the Senator proceeded until the &». 
| ator from Wisconsin made the point of order 
when the Chair was called upon to decide jt. It 

is very possible that he may have decided jt i. 
correctly, and he would be quite happy to hay» 
| his decision set right by the Senate, u that was 


ord r 


that 








| the opinion of the Chair. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not stand much upop 
| "ts of order; and, if the Senator from Ney 
{ampshire desires to address the Senate oy ¢)). 

subject particularly, I shall waive the point as 
against him, and allow him to go on. My desire, 
however, was that we might come to a vote oy 
this question, and, if possible, get through with 
1 this bill to-day. 

|| Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to know, sir, wh 
| books these are that are specified. The amend. 
ment speaks of books generally. I should liice to 
| know what they are. 

Mr. DAVIS. The amendment covers the Army 
| Regulations, the Military Laws, and the differs; 
kinds of tactics, of which there are the Infantry 
Tactics, prepared a number of years ago by Go). 
eral Seott, and the copywright of which t have 
been told isin the Harpers, but which L hope isin 
the Government; the Light Infantry Tactics, pre- 

ared by Colonel Hardee, the copyright of which 
Selene to nobody, but was in the Governmeni, 
and they made a contract with the Lippincots, 
|| in Philadelphia, to i it, with an obligation tw 

print any additional numbers hereafter—the Har. 
pers having printed the first to which I referred, 
| ‘I'hen there is the Cavalry Tactics, I do not know 
| by whom printed—I think, however, by some- 
body under contract. Then there is the Ordnance 
or Artillery Manual, including artillery tacties— 
the handling of field pieces. All these tactics are 
subject to be called for by the militia. I believe 
no two of those books were printed at on 
place. I believe there is nothing except the priv 
to be paid for them when they are purchased, 
which can be expended by the Government. The 
Military Laws, I recollect now, were printed in 
Baltimore. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to inquire parti 
ularly in reference to the Military Laws; have 
they been compiled ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whose compilation is it? 

Mr. DAVIS, There are two: one called Het- 
zel’s, and one Callan’s. Callan’s is the last, and 
if 1 were procuring it, the one I should obiain. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then it is what | sup- 
posed it might be from the expression of tlie 
amendment. I can very well understand that it 
may be advisable to put into the hands of the 
militia these books of tactics; but I cannot under- 
stand why it is advisable to put into their hands 
the Army Regulations, although, perhaps, they 
would be worth something; but I certainly can- 
not understand at all why we should purchase an 
\| edition of this compilation of the laws of the Unt 
ted States on military matters to put into thelr 
hands; and these, I suppose, will make the largest 
part of the books to be ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. That matter was con- 
sidered by the committee, and we thought the 
military laws would be the very smallest of all. 
If the Senator thinks they had better not have 
them, that may be stricken out. The supposi- 
tion was, that one copy to each brigade should 
be furnished, so that the authority to call a gen- 
eral court-martial of the militia should have within 
that military division one copy of the military 
laws by which that court-martial would be gov- 
erned. That was the case. are 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My own opinion is that 
these courts-martial do not —— very often 
among the militia; and if they do, they do not 
amount to a great deal. 
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1 Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to a ques- | but I said that the Senator from Maine and other || 


tion of order. If it is not in order for me to dis- 
cuss the question, is it for anybody else? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 


thinks not; and if the Senator makes the point of || 


order, the Chair will repeat his decision. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, I think, must have misunderstood me. 
| withdrew the point of order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am on the floor, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire makes it on me. 

Mr. HALE. No; but I want the same rule 
applied to all members; at least all on this side. | 

| do not care so much about the other. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was not aware that I 
was proceeding out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire make a point of order 
as to the Senator’s right to proceed ? 

Mr. HALE, Ohno. I never did in my life, 
and | will not begin now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As an excuse for myself, 
| will say that the Senator from Wisconsin with- 
drew his point of order; and if it was withdrawn | 
from the Senator from New Hampshire, | sup- 
posed it let others in, and therefore I undertook 
to make some inquiries about this matter. The | 
objection | have to this amendment, as it stands, | 
is, that it is indefinite in its expression. It is a | 
large sum of money—$25,000—for the purchase 
of books; and the Senator from Mississippi must 
see that, as presented, without an explanation to 
us who donot understand much about the matter, it 
necessarily leads to inquiry. I can very well con- 
ccive—although, of course, everything I say on 
this point is to be said with the qualification that 
I do not know anythyng about it—but I can very 
well suppose that these books on tactics may be 
very necessary and be very useful to the militia; 
and | have no objection to making an appropri- 
ation of the sum that may be necessary in order 
to make that purchase; but I cannot conceive any 
necessity for their having the Army Regulations, 
orany necessity that they are under of purchasing 
any considerable number—to say the leas¢ of it— 
of these compilations of the laws. These com- 
pilaions cost considerable money; ana I do not 
know why we should undertake to instruct the 
militia in the laws of the United States. 'Thev are 
to be found in every State, and they may study 
them for themselves. I shall object to that as 
going too far. 1 move, therefore, to strike that 
out of the amendment, and then toreduce the sum; 
but | do not know how much to strike down the 

sum, because we have no information on the sub- 
ject. I make the motion to amend, if the propo- | 
sition is Open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
was being taken; the ayes were counted on the 
question of whether the amendment of the com- 
mittee should be adopted; and the Chair thinks, 
therefore, it is not now open to amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I will say to the Senator from 
Maine and other Senators, that if they had béen | 
annoyed for the last five or six years as some 
gentlemen on this floor have been, by applications 
from captains and lieutenants ond edhordiaate 
oficers for the works on military tactics, they 
would be perfectly willing to vote this appropri- 
ation. I believe it is necessary that it should be 
voted. I believe that the military organizations 
of the country need it. In regard to the Military 
Laws, I have nothing further to say except as to 
the suggestion made here by my friend from 
Maine. The Army Regulations are as necessary 
as the tactics themselves. There are some things 
contained in the Army Regulations that relate to 
tactics, and which are necessary in order to ex- 

lain them. As to this compilation by Mr. Cal- | 
an, | know nothing of it; but as to the tactics, I | 
think they are necessary. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave but a word or two 
more to say. Everybody will bear witness that 
l very seldom trouble the Senate, and therefore I 
shall be excused on this matter. Ido not ac- 
knowledge the force of the argument used by my 
friend from Lowa, that because Senators are an- 
noyed with applications for these books by per- 
sons who wish them sent to them, ergo we should 
appropriate $25,000 out of the Treasury to pay 
for them. 

Mr. GRIMES. I did not say that Senators 
Were annoyed by such applications. No such 
application has Sion made to me as a Senator; 
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| Senators who were opposing this appropriation 
| would not do so if they had been annoyed as some 
| gentlemen on this floor had been during the last 
six years. I referred to other officers, to gentle- 
men who, in virtue of their being commanders- 
in-chief of the armies and navies of their respective 
States, were excessively annoyed by applications 
for all kinds of military tactics. There is a very 
great scarcity of them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not see that that 
changes the argument at all. I donot understand 
the force of the argument. 

Mr. GRIMES. It shows the necessity. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There may be a neces- 


ernors of States are applied to annoyed by appli- 
cations for these books, therefore the United 
States Treasury should pay for them! It does 
not follow. It isa non sequitur. It is no argu- 


ment at all for appropriating money out of the 
Treasury. 


give to understand distinctly what this is for, 
what is to be appropriated for the different kinds 
of books, and where they are needful, and for what 
purpose, | will vote for an appropriation, But 
as the amendment stands now, here are $25,000 
appropriated for books in general, to be purchased 
and distributed by the Secretary of War. My 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Wirson] tells 
me aside that the committee came to the conclu- 
sion that so many of one kind would be necessary, 
and so many of another, and so many of another. 
That may be all so; but when we have appro- 
priated the $25,000, and put it into the hands of 
the Secretary of War, he is not bound at all by 
anything that the committee may have thought in 
reference to this matter; but he may apply the 
whole of it for the purchase of Army Regulations, 
or of tactics of one particular kind, or of this 
compilation of laws that is got up. It will be 
seen, therefore, that it is liable to very consider- 
able abuse. If it was only a small sum, I might, 
perhaps, not think it necessary to say anything 
about it; but an appropriation so large as this 
$25,000 for the purchase of books for distribution, 
| really wants to be regulated in a different manner. 

I move to amend the proposition, by striking 
out the Military Laws, and also the Army Regula- 
tions, and by striking the sum down from $25,000 
to $10,000. Otherwise, | must vote against the 


whole proposition. 

Mr. WIGFALL. One of the clauses of the 
eighth section of the first article in the Constitu- 
tion is in these words 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow mea moment. I 
am informed, by several military gentlemen 
around me, that the Army Regulations are very 
necessary; and, as Ido not pretend to know, I 
will omit the striking out of them, and confine 
myself in my amendment to striking out the Mil- 
itary Laws and reducing the sum. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator from Maine 
was informed of that before he made his last 
speech. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
information. 

Mr. WIGFALL. You got it before you 
spoke. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, the militia of the 

United States now, I believe, amount to some four 
| or five million. If a military spiritis to be kept up 
at all; if any organization of the militia is neces- 
sary, it is Important to provide for a thorough 
system of discipline and drill; and the tactics 
| known tothe Army, the Cavalry Tactics,the Light 
Infantry Tactics, say Scott’s and Hardee’s Tac- 
tics, are necessary to the militia. They oughtto be 
instructed in the tactics known to the service, so 
that in an emergency they may be ready for dut 
at once. Such asystem properly kept up in this 
country would be worth millions. It cannot be, 
unless we can have these tactics furnished to the 
militia. They cannot be procured at present in 
any State that Iam aware of, to any extent. The 
Army Regulations, too, are absolutely indispens- 
able wherever the militia is kept up at all; and I 
regard the Military Laws as just as necessary as 
the Army Regulations. In all your frontier coun- 
try, wherever troops are called out for the pro- 
tection of the settlements, if the Army Regulations 

can be had, and the forms used in the Army fur- 
| nished for making out rollsand making out returns, 





Well, sir, lam getting 





sity; but the argument is, that because the Gov- | 


Now, as I said before, if the committee will || 





there would be a saving of thousands and tens of 
thousands of dollars to this Government, and it 
would be a very great convenience to the militia 
called into service. All these books are necessary; 
the tactics are necessary; the Army Regulations 
are necessary, and the Military Laws are neces- 
sary to the success of the militia, and I hope the 
amendment as presented by the committee will be 
adopted. It isa very anol appropriation, I be- 
lieve these appropriations are made rarely. Iam 


| told that but two appropriations of this kind have 


been made before. Perhaps another will not be 
needed for ten or twenty yearstocome. Furnish 
these books now; place them in the hands of the 
militia, that a proper organization may be kept 


| upaccording to the Army Regulations, and accord- 


ing to the Military Laws, and the dfill according 
to the tactics known to the regular service, and in 
my opinion you have made no appropriation of 


| this amount of money that will be so profitable to 


the country as this. 
made in it. 

Mr. WILSON. Is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to be ruled in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itcan only be 
received by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
the question on the amendment of the committee 


I hope no change will be 


| being in the state of being taken. 








Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Maine that he had better modify his amendment, 
and not make any exclusion of the Military Laws. 
I understand the Secretary of War has bought a 
few copies of the Military Laws prepared by Mr. 
Callan. Itis not probable that more than fort 
copies of that work will be required. Itisa small 
matter, therefore, and I think we had better say 
nothing about it. I suggest to the Senator from 
Maine to increase the amount fixed in his amend- 
ment from $10,000 to $15,000; and I think it will 
be generally agreed to. Let the amendment be 
adopted in the form reported by the committee, 
but making the sum $15,000 instead of $25,000; 
then the Secretary can buy a lessnumber of books, 
and another Secretary, at some other day, will call 
upon Congress sooner fora further sum of money 
for this very purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS. think there is one pointof mis- 
apprehension; and that alone J shall attempt to 
remove, for 1 am as weary as the Senate can be 
of debating these amendments. The idea seems 
to be that there is a discretion somewhere to ex- 
pend the whole of this money ona particular kind 
of book, or upon two or three of the whole num- 
berenumerated. I think that is not so, and [ think, 
under the amendment, the purchase and distribu- 
tion would be controlled by the Governors of the 
States. It is to be done in the manner in which 
arms are now distributed. The manner in which 
are they distributed is a settled, we!i-understood 
thing. If a State wants all rifles, she asks for 
them; if all muskets, she asks for them; if part 
rifles, part pistols, and part field battery, she so 
asks. As the requisition is made, so the issue is 
made. Arms not manufactured are purchased, 
where they are of a special kind to meet requisi- 
tions. I think that must be the way in this in- 
stance, and that the distribution will respond to 
the requisitions of the Governors of the different 
States. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I should have 
been far better satisfied if the entire contro] of the 
militia of the States had been left to the States; 
but the Constitution in its wisdom has taken it 
from the States. The Constitution provides in 


| the clause about to be read by the Senator from 


Texas just now, that Congress shall have power 
to provide for arming, organizing, and disciplin- 
ing the militia; and although it reserves to the 
States the power of appointing the officers, yet it 
requires that the training shall be according to 
the discipline prescribed by Congress. I never 
heard of this proposition until it was brought in 
by the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs; but I strongly suspect that it arose in this 
way: Congress has power to arm the militia; it 
has power to provide for disciplining the militia, 
and for organizing them; and I take for granted 
that, from various quarters, applications are con- 
stantly coming to the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish the militia in the States with the means of 
organization and of being disciplined, as they are 
furnished with arms by the Government. The 


Government furnishes them with arms, accord- 
ing to my recollection, by an appropriation of 
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200,000 a year. The Government is just as | 
much bound to provide for cisciplining as to pro- 
vide for arming them; and not only are the States 
restrained from prescribing a form of discipline 
for their militia, but it is required that they shall 
be trained under the discipline prescribed by act 
of Congress. 1 presume that is the whole expla- | 
nation; and I think, therefore, that the appropri- 
ation is well asked for, and ought to be granted; 
because, without it, this military arm of the Gov- 
ernment must be rendered comparatively useless 
and unavailing. I think the Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts, in proposing to put the sum at ten or 
fifteen thousand dollars, puts it too low. Ido not 
know the cost of these books, but there are va- 
rious of them for the different arms of the service | 
which have ye mentioned by the Senator who 
has charge of military affairs; and I presume that 
the estimates have been carefully made in refer- | 
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ant surgeons, to be appointed in accordance with the ex- 


| isting laws. 


I will state to the Senate that this is recom- 


| mended by the Secretary of War, and by the Sur- 


| geon General. The ee of War, in referrin 


gr 
to the recommendation of the Surgeon General, 
speaks of it as a necessity. That necessity, ] 
would say to the Senate, arises from the fact that 
we have multiplied posts without relatively in- 
creasing the medical officers; and it has presented 
a very remarkable instance of a corps having only 
one, two, or three officers on leave of the whole 
body of the corps, and that for some time past. 


|The multiplication of posts and of detachments 


'| has created the necessity for employing civil as- 


sistants. Citizens are hired to perform the duties 


| of surgeons, about whom the officers frequently 
| know very little, at equal or greater cost than the 


ence to the probable demand upon the militia of || 


the country. That is my view of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Maine to amend the amend- 
ment, in this state of the vote, in the opinion of 
the Chair, can only be received by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. LANE. 1 object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ThentheChair | 
will take the negative vote on the amendment of 
the committee. The ayes having voted, the neg- | 
ative is now to be called for. 

Mr. MASON. 1 would suggest to the Chair 
that the Senate is more full than it was then; and | 
therefore we had better take the vote anew. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
so put the question. 

Mr. WILSON. If the question is taken on the 
original proposition, without any amendment, and 
it is lost, there is an end of it. Ll would suggest 
that, instead of requiring unanimous consent toa 
motion to amend the amendment, by unanimous | 
consent we consider the vote partially taken as 
not taken at all, and start fair; and that, as we 
have commenced taking a vote, and have had a 
long debate, probably out of order, we now, by 
unanimous consent, consider that no question | 
has been put to the Senate; and then we can have | 
a motion made to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
has put the question to the Serate affirmatively, 
and the affirmative vote has been counted. The | 
number of those voting in the affirmative was | 
twenty-one. Itis suggested that as the Senate is 
now filer, it would be proper for the Chair to 
put the question again to the Senate, and to ask 
for the affirmative as well as the negative vote on | 
the question. ‘The Chair will so do, unless some | 
Senator requests the contrary. 

Mr. WILSON. Now cannot the Chair receive | 
a motion to amend the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is under- 
stood that the question has not been put to the 
Senate, it is in order. 

Mr. LANE. I object to any amendment. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- | 
ion—ayes 20, noes 14. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I now propose to offer an amend- 
ment, being the same which was debated at great | 
length when appended to the bill for the support 
of the Military Academy: 

For the support of one regiment of ‘Texas mounted vol- 


unteers, authorized by the act approved the 7th of April, | 
1858, $788,392 03. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 16, as follows: | 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, | 
Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 


Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Lane, Mason, Polk, 
wees Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and Wigfall 
— 3. | 


On that, I ask for the | 


NAYS-—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Iverson, King, Ten Eyck, and Trumbull—16. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
_ Mr. DAVIS. I have another amendment. It | 
is to come in as an additional section: 


nd be it further enacted, That there be added to the | 
medical corps of the Anny, four surgeons and four assist- | 


If anybody objects to it, || 


he Chair || 


maintenance of a surgeon, thus subjecting officers 
and soldiers, who have a right to claim the best 


| medical assistance from the Army, to such assist- 
| ance as they may be enabled to get on the front- 
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iers, Where they employ citizen surgeons. Inthe 
report of the Surgeon General, as well as in that of 
the Secretary of War, these facts are all set forth, 
showing that there is economy, as well as a better 
provision for the duty,in providing proper medi- 
cal aid for the troops by the jncrease which is 
proposed, and which is a very moderate one in- 
deed. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 21, noes 
not counted. 


Mr. DAVIS. I nextofferanamendment, which 
contains the items for the purpose of commenc- 
ing and continuing fortifications, some of them 
being additions to old works, and others of them 
a continuance of the construction of works. We 
have no fortification bill before the Senate, and no 
assurance that there is to be one; and the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have, after careful exam- 
ination, selected from the estimates of the bureau 
of engineerssuch fortificationsas they thought re- 
quired appropriations for the present year. Thope 
. Senate will give their attention to the reading 
of the amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


~ind be it further enacted, That the following sums be, 
and they are hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the following for- 
tifications : 

Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New York, $20,000. 

Fort Knox, Penobscot Bay, Maine, $25,000. 

Fort on Hog Island Ledge, Portland harbor, Maine, 
$50,000. 

Fort Winthrop, Boston harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000. 

Fort at the entrance of New Bedford harbor, Massachu- 
setts, $25,000. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, $5,000. 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, $15,000. 

Fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, Staten Island, New 
York, $50,000. 

Additional batteries at Fort Hamilton, at the Narrows, 
New York, $100,000. 

Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor, Maryland, $100,000. 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, 875,000. 

Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $5,000. 

Artesian well at Fort Monroe, $6,000. 

Repairing Government bridge over Mill creek, near Fort 
Monroe, $500. : 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $100,000. 

Preservation of the site of Fort Macon, Beaufort, North 
Carolina, $10,000. 

Repairs of Fort Moultrie, Charleston harbor, South Car- 
olina, $8,500. 

Fort Clinch, Amelia island, Florida, $50,000. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $100,000. 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, $100,000. 

Fort McRae, and preservation of site, Pensacola, Florida, 
$25,000. 

Fort Gaines, Dauphin island, Mobile Bay, Alabama, 
$30,000. 

Fortifications on Ship island, coast of Mississippi, 
$30,000. 

Fort Pike, at the Rigolet Pass, Louisiana, $1,000. 

Fort Macomb, Chef Menteur Pass, Louisiana, $1,000. 

Battery Bienvenue, Louisiana, $3,000, 

Fort Jackson, on Mississippi river, $16,000. 

Fort St. Philip, on Mississippi river, $15,000. 

Fortifications for defense of entrance into Galveston 
harbor, $25,000. 

Fort at Fort Point, San Francisco, including outworks, 
$50,000. 

te at Alcatraz island, San Francisco Bay, California, 


Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, hospitals, 
store-rooms, and fences at the permanent forts not occu- 
pied by troops, $10,000. 

Contingent expenses of fortifications, preservation ‘of 
oy protection of titles, and repair of sudden damage, 


’ . 


Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered 


Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to ask the chair- 
man of the Military Committee whether these are 
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estimates that have come from the Department? 


Are they among the regular estimates? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I mean the estimates 
which were sent to Congress at the commence. 
ment of the session ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer the Senator eyon 
something more than his question. They are the 
estimates made from the engineer bureau; and 
the Committee on Military Affairs called before 
it the two officers in the engineer bureau, went 
over all the items, rejecting such as they consid. 
ered might be pestipesy. admitting only such as 
they considered necessary at this time, embrac 
those works which were deemed absolutely essen. 
tial to be prosecuted and accomplished before the 
commencement of a war, and repairs of thoge 
where small amounts are necessary, and which 


ing 


| will involve, if postponed, greater outlays. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I had really this on my 
mind. I do not desire, asa cual ide. to vote 
to any Administration that which they do not 
want, and have notasked for. If they need this, 
and say they need it, and it is within their estj- 
mates, very well. 

Mr. LANE. It is all estimated for. 

Mr. COLLAMER. When I say ‘estimated 
for,’’ I desire to be understood. We have beep 
told by the Secretary of the Treasury that he can 
get along with the Government so and so in re. 
lation with his money, unless Congress makes 
appropriations beyond the estimates. Now, | 
want to know whether this is included in those 
estimates. I do not wish that we shall take on 
ourselves the responsibility of making additions 
to them. 

Mr. DAVIS. You wish to know whether the 
annual estimates from the ‘Preasury Department 
covered this? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Exactly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think not. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then, according to his 
statement, he cannot get on with the Government, 
unless he gets more money in some way. 

Mr. DAVIS. As a member of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and as a Senator, | pro- 
pose to take the responsibility of seeing that no 
damage comes to the Republic, whether the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury recommends my course 
or not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to inquire of the 
Senator from Mississippi whether the Depart- 
ment, the Secretary of War, has recommended 
these appropriations? 

Mr. DA IS. Yes, sir; they are in the report 
of the Secretary of War, being a report which he 
sends in from the engincer bureau accompanying 
his own report. The Secretary of War, I think, 
has cut down these estimates; but these itemsare 
all in the estimates. I have handed the estimates 
to the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I may be mistaken, but I 
was under the supposition that these were in- 
cluded in the aggregate $51,000,000 estimate. 

Mr. DAVIS. The estimate of the Secretary of 
the Treasury ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ithinkso. If they are under 
the amount estimated in the $51,000,000, I am 
very willing to take the judgment of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; they are not under it, 
I think. Six hundred and seventy-five thousand 
dollars seems to be the amount contained in these 
estimates, as I judge by the volume before me. 
Our amendment is over a million—$1,141,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be very willing to 
vote the amount estimated, as the Committee on 
Military Affairs would distribute it. I would 
defer to their judgment in that; but I cannot vote 
to exceed the estimates of the Department. 
the Military Committee would distribute the sum 
estimated, I would take their judgment about it. 

Mr. DAVIS. If I had a fixed sum to distrib- 
ute I should not hesitate to make the attempt. 
The Senator perceives, however, at once, that I 
could have no power so to act. I am acting now 
under the advice of the committee. The com- 
mittee have thought proper to continue all of the 
items enumerated in the amendment. They dif- 
fer somewhat from those in the estimates. 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to ask, does the 
amendment provide for the maintenance and con- 
tinuance of the construction of works already in 
existence, or are there any new works proposed? 
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Mr. DAVIS. There is no new work. There | 
are some two water-batteries to be added to old | 
works. That is all which can be called new in 
any sense. ‘The rest is the continuance of con- 
struction. The amount exceeds the sum in the 
estimates before me, and is subject, therefore, to 
the objection made b r the Senator from Virginia, 
and suggested by the Senator from Vermont. The 
Secretary of the Treasury presents estimates for 
$675,000; we ask for over a million. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam one of the com- 
mittee that examined very particularly all the 
items embraced in the amendment, and I gave it | 
not only my support, but my cordial concurrence. | 
Whilst [ am willing, on all ordinary occasions, to 
adhere to the estimates made by the several heads 
of Departments, like the Senator from Missis- 
sippi claim to judge for myself, as a Senator, 
what is due to the public interest. ‘This amend- 
ment is not offered at random. It is based on the | 
estimates of the most intelligent engineers we have 
in the United States, whose duty it was toexam- | 
ine into this matter and to report the facts to the 
President. The Administration, however, were | 
disposed to economize, and fixed a certain limit 
beyond which they were unwilling to go. If you 


look into the estimates of the officers having charge || 


of these fortifications, you will find that they are | 
almost three times as large as the amount the | 
Administration recommended. For the purpose | 
of economizing, and showing Congress that they 
wanted to fall within certain limits, the Adminis- 
tration required the engineers to make an arbi- 
trary estimate, without rhyme or reason, to come 
within a certain limit. In doing that, the amount 
was cut down to $675,000. In making that arbi- 
trary reduction, they left some of the most im- 
portant works on the coast entirely at the mercy 
of the elements; everything to be disbanded, and 
not even a dollar to be approprizted for the pres- 
ervation of the works. 

We had a little experience on this subject at the 
last session of Congress. ‘The great cry then was 
that we had no money, and that we must not ap- 
propriate anything; and really some of the most 
valuable works on the Gulf of Mexico were left 
without an appropriation of a solitary dollar in | 
the bills as they came from the House of Repre-*| 
sentatives, in accordance with the estimates of the 
Departments. The fortifications at Key West and 
the Tortugas were left without the appropriation 
of asingle dollar, thus leaving open the very key 
to the Gulf; and we were told then, by the vigilant 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, that if we 
pa that appropriation upon the appropriation 

ill, he did not know where the money was to 
come from. Well, sir, we put upon the bill an 
amendment very similar to this, and the Govern- 
ment has survived the shock, and the works have 
been regularly in progress. ; ; 

Now, 1 do not impart very great credit and in- | 
fluence to the recommendations of the Depart- | 
ments when they call on intelligent enginecrs to | 
make an estimate coming up only to within one 
fourth of what was estimated in the first instance, 
and to fall within an arbitrary limit, and to say 
you must carry on the service for a certain sum | 
without reference-to the public interests, and turn 
everything loose to the mercy of the elements to 
be destroyed, costing the Government, in the end, 
more money really than the amount of a proper 
appropriation now. 

hat was the sense of the committee, and I be- 
lieve [ shall be borne out by every Senator on the 
committee. I believe the same state of affairs ex- 
isted in Congress at the last session, and then 
there was a greater cry for money than there is 
now. I know that there are works which, if left 
without an appropriation to drag along in their 
front condition, will, atthe end of another year, 

insuch a condition that it will cost half the 
amount of the appropriation to put them in the 
position in which they now are, and repair the 
destruction that will have taken place. 

Hence, although I am disposed, on all occa-' 
sions and at all times, to pay the most profound 
respect to the intelligent officers who make these 
estimates, from the President down, when they 
act on reasonable principles and on a proper 
basis, yet when they command the scientific offi- 
cers whose duty it is to look to and watch over 
these works to cut down their estimates from 
$3,000,000 to a nominal sum, and say to them 
that they must fall within a particular limit, leav- 
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ing the most important works of the country un- 
protected, | say that, as a Senator, and as one 
whose duty it is to guard the interests of the coun- 
try, I will not consent to it; but [ am willing to 
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vote for all appropriations necessary to promote | 


the public interest. 

Well, sir, what have we recommended here? 
We have called these officers before us, and we 
have asked them if these works were not essen- 
tial. We have asked them what will be the con- 
sequences of a failure to appropriate the money; 
and then they said to us that we have not come 
near the limit which they themselves would im- 
pose; but, looking to economy, looking to the in- 
terests of the country, the committee unanimously 
recommended these appropriations. I say to the 
Senate that if you do not make them the public 
interest will suffer. 


Mr. WILSON. A single word in regard to | 


this matter. The officers of the Government, of the 


a bureau, recommended an appropriation of | 
etween one million nine hundred thousand and | 


two million dollars for fortifications for the com- 


ing year. TheSecretary of Warreduced thistoless | 


than seven hundred thousand dollars in the esti- 
mates sentin. The committee took this matter up; 
andas the appropriations last year for fortifications 
were cut down to a very small sum, they sent for 
Colonel De Russy and Colonel Wright, who came 
before the committee and explained the condition 
of the fortifications in all portions of the country. 
The committee took up the condition of ever 

fortification, made all the investigation it aa, 
and agreed to appropriate what it thought was the 
smallest sum the public interest required should 
be appropriated for the coming year. That sum, 
I think, is about one million two hundred thou- 


sand dollars—something like seven or eight hun- | 


dred thousand less than the engineer bureau rec- 


'| true 


ommened, but larger than the Secretary of War | 


estimated for. I hope that the Senate will sustain 
this amendment, which has been reported by the 
concurrence of all the members of the committee 
who were engaged in this investigation. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish merely 
to state, before the vote is taken, that [ have paired 
off with the Senator from California, [Mr. La- 
THAM.] If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 
against the amendment. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulted—yeas 30, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Brown, 
Cameron, Chesnut, Clingman, Collamer, Davis, Doolittle, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, Grimes, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Hammond, Hemphill, [verson, King, Lane, 


Pearce, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Wigfall, and Wilson | 


—30. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Dixon, Hale, Har- 
lan, Hunter, Polk, Ten Eyck, Toombs, and Trumbull—10. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment is: 


| 


That the allowance of sugar and coffee to the non-com- | 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates of the Army,as | 


fixed by the seventeenth section of the act of the Sth of 
July, 1838, shall hereafter be ten pounds of coffee and fif- 
teen pounds of sugar to every one hundred rations. 


When the spirit ration was taken from the sol- | 


dier, he was given coffee and sugar in lieu of it— 
six pounds of coffee and twelve of nee toevery 
one hundred rations. Ita pears, by a letter of the 


Secretary of War, that this is found insufficient, | 


particularly where the men are much exposed. It 
is proposed in the amendment, according to the 
recommendation of the Department, to substitute 
ten pounds of coffee and fifteen of sugar for the 
amount they now receive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment is: 


And be it further enacted, That every person not subject 
to the rules and articles of war who shall procure or entice 
a soldier in the service of the United States to desert; or 
who shall harbor, conceal, or give employment to. a de- 
serter, or carry him away, or aid in carrying him away, 


knowing him to be such ; or who shall purchase from any | 


soldier his arms, equipments, uniform, clothing, or any part 
thereof; and any captain or commanding officer of any ship 
or vessel, carrying away any such soldier, as one of bis 
crew or otherwise, knowing him to have deserted, or shall 
refuse to deliver him up to the orders of his commanding 
officer, shall, upon legal conviction, be fined, at the discre- 
tion of any court having cognizance of the same, in any 
sum not exceeding five hundred doWars, and be imprisoned 
not exceeding two years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS. The next is: 


ind be it further enacted, That the provisions of the first || 


section of the act granting pensions to the widows and or- 


phans of persons dying in the naval service, approved Au- || exceeded that taken by the Navy. 
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gust 11, 1848, be extended to the widows and orphans of 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and sol- 
diers of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays on that. That is to add very largely, 
| as I understand, to the pension system. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1am not willing to vote for 
the amendment for several reasons. We have a 
system ofnaval pensions, established since I came 
into the Senate, which has been very much per- 
verted by the constructions given to it. If we 

adopt the proposition now offered, we shall have 
| the same perverted constructions applied to that. 
We know that the naval pensions were given, and 
expected originally to be paid, out of the Navy 
| pension fund. It was made up of portions of the 
| prize money of captured vessels and cargoes. All 
contributed to this pension fund; and out of that, 
for a great many years, we paid all our naval 
pensions. Congress, in 1837, by an extravagant, 
unadvised, and, I think I may say, profligate act, 
wasted the whole of that fund in the space of one 
or two years. Then they thought themselves 
bound to pay the Navy pensions. Inasmuch as 
they had wasted the fund, diverted it from its 
urpose, by their own act, it was thought 
| that Congress were bound to replace that money, 
and continue to pay the naval pensions, as they 
had done before. So we have continued. Since 
I have been in the Senate of the United States, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs reported a bill 
which was intended to establish a system of Navy 
pensions. They intended to give pensions to the 
widows of those who were killed in battle; to the 
widows of those who died of wounds received in 
battle, or of casualties incurred in the course of 
service; and, of course, to invalids. Butthis law 
has been perverted by the practice of the office, 
and by the action of Congress, very often. They 
now give pensions, | believe, to the widow of 
every man who dies of any disease contracted 
while he isengaged induty. They call that being 
in the line ofduty. The Navy pensions, of course, 
inereased stbeaky under that system. There is 
very good reason for giving a pension to the widow 
of a man who has lost his life in the service of his 
country in battle, or by reason of any casualty; 
but he who dies in the full fruition of the honors 
and emoluments of his profession, not because he 
has been exposed by his service to some casu- 
alty—as the falling of a block from the mast, 
which fractures his skull; or the yellow fever or 
African fever, incurred by his being sent on spe- 
cial service to the coast of Africa—he who ice 
in the ordinary course of nature, his disease not 
being due at all to his service, but being the re- 
sult of that liability which belongs to the whole 
human race—why should his vite have a pen- 
sion? That will be the rule if we apply it to the 
Army; and God only knows what will be the 
amount of expense chargeable on the revenues of 
the Government if we adopt it. 

Besides, sir, I think thata new pension system for 
the Army ought not to be the subject of an amend- 
ment to the Army appropriation bill. It does not 
seem to me to be a proper occasion. We want 
more time to consider it, to see how it is to work, 
to calculate all the expense. We have a great 
many more officers in the Army than in the Navy; 
and I apprehend that the cost will be much greater. 
I think it ought to be reserved for another session 
of Congress, when we shall have time to consider 
it thoroughly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, a bill containing 
the provision incorporated into this amendment 
was reported by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs some time ago; and on an objection of one 
member of the Committee on Pensions, it was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. [do not 
know whether it has been reported back. The 
chairman, however, told me it would be, and that 
the Committee on Pensions concurred in it; so 
that it is not suddenly presented to the view of the 
Senate. It has been brought before the Senate in 
such form as to give them full time for delibera- 

tion. 

In the next place, as to thedifference of funds, 
I will merely say that the Navy had the advant- 
age of prize money, but the Army, bya very hu- 
| mane, and perhaps judicious, view taken by our 
| Government, were excluded from pillage money; 
and the property, public stores, and money, cap- 
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with Mexico alone, the captures of public prop- 


erty would have exceeded all the pensions which 
have been paid since, or that would be paid, 


under this amendment, tothe Army. Itis known | 


to the Senate, that we are always passing special 
bills; that one after another is enacted 
ever a widow has friends who will advocate her 
case, that case is acted upon as a private bill. 
This is merely to equalize justice, which should 


Where | 


be brought down always to the level grade, to en- | 


able those who have no friends, to receive the ad- 
vantage now contributed, | believe,in every in- 


stance to those who have, to put the widow of | 
the soldier on the same footing as the widow of | 


the sailor. If the laws have gone to excess, if 
their construction be against the spirit of the laws 
in the case of the Navy, that certainly should be 
remedied; and that remedied form should have 
its application to the Army. But | think the dis- 
tinction 1s without a difference, or, if there be a 


difference, it is in favor of the Army instead of 


the Navy, yet the practice is to give the pen- 


that, so far as the engineer corps furnished pro- 
fessors of the Academy, they should remain mem- 


bers of that corps; but if professors were taken | 


‘isewhere than from the engineer corps, then || : ¢ \ 
elsewhere “ g Ps, || by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Sroc 


they were to have the salary fixed by the second 
section of the act of 1812. In two cases, it has 
arisen that engineers, now professors at the Acad- 
emy, had, when they were made professors, to 
resign their position in the engineer corps, | think, 
by an erroneous construction of the act, which, 
if the Senate choose, | shall have read. One of 
them protested against resigning, but the Depart- 
ment required him to do so. He claimed his 
right, under the act of 1812, to the professorship, 


without giving up his position in the engineer | 


corps. 

Without going into the reasons which induced 
the bureau to give that construction, it is'enough 
to say that the construction has been given, and 
under it the two officers alluded to, now profes- 


| sors in the Academy, who were taken from the 


sions to the widows of the Navy, and to exclude 


the widows of the Army. 
vion that I consider unjust, which has induced the 
committee to present the amendment in the form 
in which it now is; so as to put them under the 
same legislation, and to give to one the advantage 
which the laws accord to the other. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment is: 

nd be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he ts hereby authorized and directed, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the 
State of Towa such sums of money as were paid by that 
State to troops called out by the Governor of Lowa in 1857, 
1858, and 1859, to protect the frontier from Indian inecur- 
sions: Provided, The Secretary shall be satisfied that there 
Was a necessity for calling out these troops; that the 
amounts have been actually paid by the State; that no 
greater pay or allowance be given than were received by 
officers and soldiers of equal grade at that period in the 
United States Army, and that the amount so to be paid shall 
not excced the sum of 818,988 84. 

The case, as presented by the State of Iowa, 
has been audited by the public officers of that 
State, and arises in the Senate on a memorial from 
the Legislature of the State of lowa. ‘The vouchers 
are here. 
the limitation. The accounting officers, of course, 
will require that each payment shall be properly 
vouched. The case is before the Senate. 

Mr. RICE, If 1 heard the amendment rightly, 
I think there is an error in the dates It think it 
says 1858 and 1859. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1857, 1858, and 1859. 

Mr. RICE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 now offer an amendment in 
the case of Texas, similar to that just adopted in 
the case of lowa: 

“ind Le it further enacted, That the provisions of the sec- 
ond section of the act of the 3d of March, 1859, be ex- 
tended, so as to include all the money advanced by the 
State of Texas in payment of volunteers called out in de- 
fense of the frontier of that State, since the 28th of Feb- 


ruary, 1855: Provided, The Secretary of War shall be satis- | 


fied that there was necessity for calling out these troops, that 
they were called out by the competent authority, and that 
the amount so claimed was actually paid by the said State. 
And that the amount hereby provided for shall not exceed 
the sum of $123,544 51. 

‘yr ° . . 

This arises as the other case, and similar 
vouchers are sent here by the accounting officers 
of Texas. These cases are parallel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senate will be glad to hear 
that I now offer the last amendment of the com- 
mittee: 


Ind be it further enacted, That the professors now atthe 


Military Academy who have been appointed from the engi- | 


neer corps shall, with their consent, be restored to their 
former corps, with the grade and rank to which they would 
respectively have succeeded had they remained continu- 
ously in the line of promotion: Provided, That two majors 
be added to the said corps, and that the officers restored as 
above shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 


This is to give effect to the second section of 
the act of 1812. The act of 1802, the organiza- 
tion of the Military Academy under Mr. Jefferson, 
made it the headquarters of the engineer corps. 


It was found in the progress of the Academy, | 
that it was necessary to take a few teachers from | 
At a subsequent period, on the 29th | 


civil life. 
of April, 1812, an act of Congress provided for 
professors who should be officers of the engineer 
corps and those who should not be officers of the 
engineer corps, Thus it was in contemplation 


The amount is that which is stated as | 


It is this discrimina- | 





| whom I had a recent conversation. 
| did not consider his acceptance of the appoint- 
| ment as professor as vacating his commission as 
| a lieutenant of erigineers, and that he objected to 
| the resignation on that ground. 


engineers corps, had to resign their commissions | 


in the engineer corps, and lost their right to pro- 
motion. The object is to restore them to the corps 
in the places they would have had if they had con- 
tinued in the line of promotion; and that no injury 
may be done to any one else in the corps or out 
of it, we cover the case by adding two majors to 
the corps of engineers. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 22, noes 9; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. (Oh, no.’’] I think we cannot get 
through with this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we had better ad- 
journ. We cannot get through with the bill, and 
we shall only weary ourselves by sitting longer. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 1], noes 2]. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. I call for the reading of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator from 
Mississippi a question, and that is, whether these 


| men, When they were appointed professors and 


resigned their commissions in the engineer corps, 


| did not do itunderstandingly? Did they not know 
| that was the construction of the law, and enter 


upon this position advisedly? 
Mr. DAVIS. I can only answer as to one with 
He said he 


Finally, he re- 


fused to resign, and being further urged, he sent 


in his resignation of the two commissions to the | 


chief of the engineers, and told him to send which- 
ever one he pleased to the War Office. He sent 


_ the resignation for the lieutenancy of engineers, 
and returned to the officer the resignation of the | 
| professorship. 


He spoke of it with regret that 
he did not remain in the corps. 

Mr. GRIMES. How long ago was that? 

Mr. DAVIS. Since he resigned? I should 
think twenty years. 

Mr. HALE. I think this is too late to rectify it. 

Mr. GRIMES. How many majors of the en- 
gineer corps does this make? 

Mr. DAVIS. It adds two. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I would suggest to the chair- 
man of the Military Committee that, if the object 
is simply to do justice to these men, it might be 
restricted so as to provide that the vacancies shall 


| not be filled when they die. 


Mr. DAVIS. Oh, they do not intend to die. 


| (Laughter. ] 


| 


Mr. TOOMBS. [I believe they do not. There 
seems to be a sort of immortality connected with 
almostanybody quartered on the public Treasury. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to renew the mo- 
tion to adjourn, There are a good many other 
amendments to be offered after the Committee on 
Military Affairs get through with their amend- 
ments; and it must be obvious that the chairman 
of that committee does not want to stay here an 
longer, and cannot, very well, consistently with 
his health and the very great labor of the com- 
mittee. I make the motion on hisaccount. I do 
not think we ought to push too far, 

The motion was agreed to, there being, on a 
division—ayes twenty-nine, noes not counted; 
and the Senate adjourned. 


| 
| 
j 
| 








| 


| 


| Branch, Brown, Burroughs, Horace F. Clark, ¢ 


| Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Hale, 
| Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Holman, William | 
| Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Keitt, Francis W. 


| McClernand, McQueen, McRae, Miles. Millson, Miljyw 
| Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, | 
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HOUSE ©F REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturpay, June 2, 1860. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 


KToN, 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. PEYTON. There being no quorum pres. 
ent, | move there be a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The roll was called; when the following 
bers failed to answer to their names: ™ 


Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Ashmore 
Barksdale, Beale, Blair, Bocock, Bouliguy, 


mem- 


: Babbitt, 
Brabson, 


. lemens 
Clark B. Cochrane, Conkling, Cox, HW. Winter Davis, D 


Jarnette, Dimmick, Duell, Edwards, Ely, Florence, Pouke 
Haskin, 
low ard, 


Kello 
Killinger, Lamar, Larrabee, Leake, Longnecker, io 


Lovejoy, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert s. Martin 
ard, 


, ; . ‘ “lac 
N. Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pugh, ite, 


gan, Rust, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sickles, Simms 


| Singleton, William N. I. Smith, Somes, Stallworth, ste 


venson, Tappan, Theaker, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vay 
Wyck, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Isracl Wash. 


| burn, Wilson, Wood, and Woodruff. 











During the call, 

Mr. EDGERTON stated that Mr. Cox ang 
Mr. Hvtcuuins had paired off with each other for 
a week. 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that Mr. Bair had heey 
called home by the serious illness of a member of 
his family, and that he had paired off with him, 

The call of the roll being concluded, 

The SPEAKER stated that a quorum had an- 
swered to their names; and then, by unanimous 
consent, all further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, ETC. 
Mr.SHERMAN. [desire to make a privileged 


report, which will occupy the time of the House 
but a moment. I am instructed by the Commit 
tee on Waysand Means to report back the [ndian 
appropriation bill, with the Senate amendments 
thereto. I move that the bill and amendments be 
rintéd, and referred to the Committee of the 
Vhole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back Senate resolution No. 31, ex- 
planatory of the eighth section of the act of Con- 
gress approved February 28, 1859; and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further 


| consideration of the same, and that it be referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOUN R. BARTLETT. 

Mr. MAYNARD. A few days since, I re- 
ported from the Committee of Claims of the House 
a joint resolution, which had passed the Senate, 
to enable John R. Bartlett, late commissioner to 
run and mark the boundary between the United 


| States and Mexico, to settle his account at the 


Treasury Department. I desired then to haveit 
put upon its passage; but objection being mate, 
it was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House upon the Private Calendar, and the resolu- 
tion and report ordered to be printed. 1 nowask 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of that 
resolution, and to put it upon its passage. 

Mr. PHELPS. I think we had better go on 
with the regular order of business. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let the resolution be read 
for information. ied 

The joint resolution (S. No. 27) authorizing 
the settlement of the accounts of John R. Bartlett, 
late commissioner of the United States to run and 
mark the boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico, and for other purposes, was read. 
It directs the Secyetary of the Interior to adjust 
the accounts of John R. Bartlett, late commis- 
sioner of the United States under the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo to run and mark the bound- 
ary line Sai the United States and Mexico, 


upon principles just, fair, and equitable to Bartlett 
and to the United States, and in conformity with 
the usage in such cases; and that he also ascertain, 
in making the adjustment, whether Bartlett has 
received a credit upon his account with the Gov- 
ernment, and if so, what amount for advances, if 
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made by Thomas W. Tansill, late quarter- 





ret and commissary of the boundary com- 
mission, to officers and men in the employment 
of the same, and claimed by Tansill to be due to 
him at the time of his turning over hfs transfer 
jists of officers and men, by order of Bartlett, to 
George W. Thurber, his successor, deducting 
from the amount such sums as have been paid to 
Tansill, So as to ascertain the balance, if any, 
due to him by Bartlett. 

{t further directs that, upon the adjustment of 
che accounts of Bartlett, the amount ascertained 
to be due him shall be paid to him out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise ——— 
ated} provided it shall appear that he 1as first 
eatisfied any amount that shall be ascertained to 
ve due by him to Tansill. 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not consent to the taking 
up the bill now, for [ want to hear the report read. 

The report, which was read, shows that, on the 
settlement of Mr. Bartlett’s accounts with the 
Government, items were suspended to the amount 
of $6,443 36; of this there has since been paid 
Mr. Bartlett the sum of $1,052 48, and four other 
disallowed items of small amount. It appears, 
from the action of the Department, that the other 
suspended items cannot be allowed, as they are 
extraordinary, being ** extra compensation to va- 
rious persons connected with the commission.”’ 
The propriety of these payments is not ques- 
tioned, but the Secretary of the Interior says: 
“1 my opinion some such resolution as referred 
to would be necessary before these items can be 
allowed. It also appears that there are some mat- 
ersof account open between Mr. Bartlettand Mr. 


Tansill, who was the commissary to the commis- | 


sion; and Mr. Tansill having also petitioned Con- 
gress in the premises, the resolution authorizes 
the Interior Department to settle and close up the 
whole matter. ”’ 

No objection being made, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of said resolution; and it was 
brought before the House for consideration. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. LOGAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to establish an armory at Fort Mas- 
sac, in the State of Illinois; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. GURLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution to reduce the price of 
public printing; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committec on Print- 


ing. 
Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table House bill No. 520, 


which has come back from the Senate with amend- 
ments, 


Mr. DELANO. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
hess is the consideration of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Winstow,] 
introduced yesterday, upon which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Traty] has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will give way, and allow me to 
move to lay the whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. DELANO. Have I not the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had the floor assigned to him upon the 
regular order of business before the House, 


COLONEL M’KEE, 


Mr. SIMMS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up the bill for the relief of 


Colonel McKee, who fell in the battle of Buena 
sta, 


Objection was made. 
COVODE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TRAIN. I wish to conclude the few re- 
Marks which I was about to make yesterday 


I object. 
I wil for the regular order of 











SS 
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I will oceupy 
the time of the House but a few minutes. In the 
first place, I desire to say that I do not under- 
stand how this resolution came before the House 
atall. Lunderstand that, by the rules of the House, 
the resolution is irregularly here. But to that | 
make no objection if no other gentleman takes ex- 
ception to it. [ believe that the conduct of the ma- 
jority of the committee has been entirely proper 
and defensible; and I would not have troubled the | 
House at all but for some remarks that fell from 


AL GLOBE. 


when the interruption occurred. 


the lips of my friend from North Carolina, my || 


colleague on the committee. 
Now, sir, in the first place it should be observed | 
that the committee, although appointed seme 
months ago, have never had the facilities to pur- | 
sue their investigation with that celerity whith 
the length of the session and the importance of 
the matters referred to them demand; the result 
of which is, that the committee finds itself now | 
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_ LT reflect, however, that the Republican party is 
in a majority in this House; that we are respons- 
ible for this legislation here; that wettre respons- 
ible for the doings of the committee to which I 
belong; and, with my sense of propriety and 
duty, I shall not allow gentlemen in the minority 
in this House to dictate to us the direction of 
business. I should listen to their suggestions 
with very great pleasure; but, when the respons- 
ibility belongs to us, we certainly are not to be 
dictated to by the other side. 

It is precisely so as to my conduct in commit- 
tee. I listen to the suggestions of my colleague 
[Mr. Wins.ow] with very great deference; and I 








|| more often than otherwise yield to them, because 


they are proper. But I cannot permit him or any 


, member of the minority to dictate to the majority 


in the middle of an investigation which ought to || 


have been concluded some time ago. The result 


of issuing a subpena on the resolution offered by |, 


the gentleman from North Carolina would be to | 
require us either to compel the attendance of those 
witnesses here day after day, waiting to be exam- 
ined, er to break off the investigation already 
commenced, and allow that investigation to be in- | 
terpolated. 

I submit that this is a matter controlling the | 
order of business in committee, with which this | 
House will not interfere. | submit that the com- | 
mittee are the best judges of the manner in which | 
they will dispose of the duties intrusted to them, 
and that the House will not, ona resolution which 
comes here without any report from the majority, | 
or even without an application from the minority, 
but simply on the application of a single member, 
interfere with the order of business in this com- | 


mittee. i 


Now, one thing more with regard to the sub- 
ject-matter of the investigation, which the member 
from North Carolina desires to pursue. Undoubt- 
edly the construction of the second resolution | 
under which the committee is acting would allow | 
us, if we thought proper, and if there had been no | 
action inthe House, and no construction put upon 
the resolution, which would control our conduct, 
to investigate into elections all over the country. 
But when | introduce a resolution here, asking the 
House to compel the attendance of Mr. Schell, 
and it was understood that the testimony required 
from him was in relation to the conduct of private 
individuals not connected with the Government, 
the House thought proper to recommit the reso- | 
lution, and thereby, as the committee inferred, 
instructed us that we were not to meddle with the 
affairs of private individuals, but to investigate | 
the conduct only of men connected with the Gov- | 
ernment. From that day to this, so far asit could 
be avoided, no investigation has been made into 
the conduct of any citizen of the Republic, unless 
he was in some form connected with the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina contemplates an investigation into 
elections in Pennsylvania. 1 said to hinf in com- 
mittee, and he has spread my statement on the 
record, that I was opposed to summoning these 


witnesses, but that, at the proper time, the major- || 


ity of the committee, after completing the examin- 
ation which we were then making, would inter- 
pose no objection to the summoning of any wit- 
nesses for any purpose that was legitimate under | 
the resolution, 
North Carolina, [Mr. Winstow]—and I am very 
happy to call him my friend, for certainly the | 
relations existing between us have led me to en- 
tertain the highest regard for him—chooses to 
stigmatize my remarks as partisan in their char- 
acter. I know that he did not use the word inan 
offensive sense, although it has an offensive sense. 
I disclaim any ena in my conduct. Lam 
a party man. I ama Republican of the strictest 
sect. I believe that the peers of the country 
requires that the Republican party should have 
the control of the Government, and that there will 
be no peace in the country on the much vexed | 





yaar of slavery, until] the Republican party || 


oes get control of the Government, But my 
attachment mere does not, therefore, make me 
a partisan; and I trust I can discharge my duties 
conscientiously at all times, without regard tomy | 
party politics. 


I stand by that. My friend from || 


| 


of the committee how the committee shall pursue 
the investigation. We are responsible for the 
conduct of the committee, and therefore we must 
be allowed to pursue our inquiry in our own way. 
If that makes me a partisan, then I ama partisan 
in the sense in which the term was zouk by the 
gentleman from North Carolina. Otherwise I dis- 


|| claim the imputation. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I understood the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to announce that 
the Republican party was in a majority in titis 
House? . 

Mr. TRAIN. I think so, sir. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 1 should like to 
know who are included in that party ? 

Mr. TRAIN. 1 do not include the gentleman 
from Missouri. That is enough. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I should like to 
know whether any other party is brought into the 
ranks to make up the majority? 

Mr. TRAIN. That is a matter of arithmeti- 
cal calculation, which my friend from Missouri 
can indulge in to-morrow, or any other time he 
pleases. 

Mr. BOTELER. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. TRAIN. I cannot be interrupted now. 

Mr. BOTELER. I consider it an imputation 
on the party to which I belong, and I, therefore, 
desire to know if the gentleman means to include 
any member of the southern Opposition ? 

Mr. TRAIN. I mean to say this, Mr. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I do not regard the re- 
mark of the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
cast any imputation upon the southern Opposi- 
tion party in this House, but to have reference 
to those northern Democrats who voted for the 
homestead bill. . 

Mr. TRAIN. Perhaps I ought to have said 
this, instead of using the language which I did: 
that the Republican party is responsible for the 
legislation of this House in reference to this mat- 
ter. We shall be held responsible to some extent 
for the conduct of this committee, and being re- 





|| sponsible for it, all we claim is that we shall be 


| allowed to take that responsibility, and not be dic- 
| tated to by the gentlemen who oppose us In pur- 


suing that investigation. 

Now, with these remarks, I have the honor to 
submit that the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is out of order; and although I 
do not make the point, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio, {|Mr. dacmend who desires to make 
a motion with regard to it. 

Mr. WINSLOW obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desired to submit a mo- 
tion to lay the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina on the table. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I believe I have the floor. I 
think my friend from Massachusetts, to whose 
courteous bearing and demeanor in the committee 
I bear cheerful testimony, has fallen into an error 
with regard to the testimony involved in the mat- 
ter of Augustus Schell, and the testimony which 
I seek to bring in by the motion which I ask this 
House to grant. i 

Augustus Schell was asked, as divers witnesses 
have been asked by this committee, about private 
matters over which I thought this House had no 
earthly sort of control. That a large majority of 
the Republican party were ashamed of that action 
on the part of their Representatives on the com- 
mittee, is, I think, indisputably true, both by the 
declarations of the Republican press throughout 
the country—including the leading press, the or- 
gan of the party, (1 speak of the New York Tri- 
bune, )—and by the quasi-opposition to their views 


ceed 
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involved in the motion made by the gentleman | Mr. WINSLOW. 


THE CONGRESSION 


from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Stevens,]) of high stand- || the door against any reply on the part of the Gov- 
ing upon the-other side, that that affair of Augus- 


tus Schell should be recommitted to the commit- 
tee. In my report to the House, in submitting 
my views upon the impropriety of asking those 
questions, | took occasion to say what I thought 
were the powers of this House with regard to the 
investigations set on foot by them throughout the 


country,and | put them upon three grounds only. | 
| maintained that this House has a right to in- | 


quire into these matters only when it wishes to 
tend niee that inquiry,an impeachment against 
some officer of the Government; or when the ques- 
tion involves the tenure by which any member 
holds his seat here; or when it is necessary to 
found some legislative action, and the House de- 
sires information, to enable it to act properly. 


Whenever a case falls within either of those three | 





| committed by the other party. 


ernment to these charges of fraud made before the 
committee. One of the charges was, that fraud 
had been committed by the Democratic party in 
the election in Pennsylvania. Iam informed that, 
when that question comes to be examined into, 
frauds still blacker will be found to have been 
How is that to be 


| shown? The gentleman says that when he gets 


| the Administration ? 


through he will give the Administration an op- 
portunity toreply. Is this an indictment against 
Is it an impeachment of the 


Itamounts, then, to closing | 


| President, to be conducted according to the forms | 


categories, I argued in that report that the House |, 


has a perfect and undoubted right to ask ques- 
tions, no matter how near they might touch the 
private interests or the private conduct, or even 
the private property of individuals. 

Now, ! have asked for nothing which does not 
come within one of those categories. The first 


purpose for which L ask to subpena witnesses is | 


todo—-what? To investigate the use of money in 
a district represented by an honorable.gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. The second is, to investigate 
a charge of bribery of electors in Philadelphia, in 


the election of 1856. For possibly, if bribery and | 


corruption are proved in that election, it might 
follow that the election ought to have passed in 
a different manner, and resulted otherwise. Pos- 
sibly such investigation may result to the benefit 
of gentlemen on the Republican side, instead of 
the Democratic side. ith that consequence I 
have nothing to do, my aim being the assertion 
of trath, let it injure whom it may. I desire to 
screen my party from nothing like corruption, 
though ! confess I have little of that great Roman 
virtue that would lead me to expose its errors, 
unless impelled thereto by the requirements of 
duty. Far from it. But, sir, when investigation 
comes up properly, I will throw no impediments 
in the way of it. I will do nothing to hinder, but 
rather lend my assistance; and [ presume that 


gentemen on the other side, in a like spirit of | 
fairness, will throw no impediment in the way of | 
the examination of any corruption alleged against | 


their party. The committee, the majority of 
whom represent the Republican party, and are 
friends of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
this matter, have, by their votes, prevented in- 
vestigation and inquiry into the whole subject. 


But the next case is a still more extraordinary | 
one, and I do not think I should have brought it | 
to the attention of the House, and, indeed, I doubt | 


whether I should have brought it to the attention 
of the committee, but that | wished to see if there 


was not at least one case in which the chairman |) 








of the law that obtain in courts, where the pros- 
ecutor makes out his case and then calls on the 
defendant to reply? What time will there be to 


reply ? 


But, sir, the record shows that, in April last, I | 


asked for subpenas for these witnesses; and it is 


| now June, and these witnesses have not been sum- | 


of the committee might be prevailed on to give || 


way. That last application is for witnesses to 


examine Into matters in the Westmoreland dis- | 


trict, of which district it is said that the chairman 
is himself the Representative. I could not fora 


moment conceive but that the chairman would | 
gladly step forward, court the most rigid inves- | 


uugauion, and say, ‘‘ yes, sir; take subpenas for 
any number of witnesses you desire.’’ But in- 
stead of that, the chairman replied, ‘* I have some 
personal acquaintance with matters in that dis- 
trict, and | decline to give you subpenas for the 
witnesses. | know that they are not Government 
officers, and therefore I decline to give you sub- 
penas.”’ 


I say that this isa great outrage; that it is a | 


foul spot upon the fame of the Republican party 


which all the waters of the ocean cannot cleanse, | 


Gentlemen upon the other side may smile; but 


that, I think, will be the verdict of the country | 
upon this unjust and iniquitous refusal to allow | 


an Administration which has been assailed by the 
commitice an opportunity to defend itself. 


My | 


colleague on the committee from Massachusetts | 


says that the investigation has already taken up 


so much time thatit will be impossible to examine 
these witnesses. 


Mr. TRAIN. No, sir; I said that, if these wit- 


purpose of going into this other matter. 


} 
| 


moned. ‘The gentleman replies that there is no 
money with which to summon them. 


and let the witnesses come if they will. I have 
to learn that witnesses can ask for money 
vefore they can be coerced to attend. 

Mr. COVODE. Yes, sir, anumber of witnesses 
have refused to come. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think they are bound to 
come—bound to obey the mandate of the House. 

Mr. COVODE. i state that witnesses have 
refused to come without pay. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Not one of these witnesses | 


has refused to come, because no subpenas have 
been issued. 

Now, sir, let us see how the case stands? The 
application is to the chairman to issue subpenas. 
‘Thatapplication is based upon a letter in my pos- 
session from a gentleman in Pennsylvania, one 
who is said to be respectable, and who took the 


| opportunity to tell me that he had already written 


to the chairman of our committee on the subject 
before he wrote to me; and that letter, among the 
multitude of letters, anonymousand otherwise, in 
the hands of the chairman, has never yet, to this 
day, been produced before the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As the gentleman from 
North Carolina can only be disposed to proceed 
fairly in this matter, touching the character and 
standing of my worthy colleague, [Mr. Scran- 
ToNn,] I ask him to furnish the name of the party 
from whom he obtained his information. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I cannot name him here. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call upon the gentleman 
for the name here,as Mr. Scranton shrinks from 
no investigation, and I demand it. 

Mr. WINSLOW. ‘Then give me the sub- 
penas. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not object to that. 1 


will vote for it with all my heart. I want to know | 


if the gentleman will allow some man, who skulks 
behind an anonymous letter to the committee, to 
strike, assassin-like, at the character of a worthy 
gentleman, and yet refuse to give his name to the 
country? 

Mr. WINSLOW. My nature is incapable of 
any such injustice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am sure of it. 

Mr. WINSLOW. But, if I were to do it, I 
should only imitate the illustrious example of the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. COVODE. It is proper for me to correct 
my worthy colleague again. I told my colleague 
that I would send for one, two, three, or four wit- 
nesses at any time, to see if there was any ground 
for the charge; and, up to this time, my colleague 
has never told me that these witnesses have any 
connection with the Government, or intend to 
prove anything. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
committee; none in the world. I stand upon my 
rights. 


I asked for | 
no sme It is sufficient for me to get subpenas, | 


I ask no favors from the | 








It is my right, as a member of the com- | 


mittee appointed by you, sir, and thus enjoying | 


your confidence, and, | trust, the confidence of the 
Heese, to have witnesses summoned to investi- 
gate the matters which you appointed me to in- 
vestigate. 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Speaker, I have never re- 


| fused to summon any witness who was in the 
nesses were summoned now, we should have to || city whom the gentleman from North Carolina 
detain them here for a very long time, or else break ! desired to have summoned. But I have declined, 
off the invesugation where we now are, for the || on his request, to summon thirty or forty witnesses 
\\ from abroad, of whom we know nothing, at a cost 


L GLOBE. 














of from five to ten thousand dollars to the Gor 
ernment. I have brought every witness my eek: 
league on the committee has requested, who js j 
any way connected with the Government. F 

r. WINSLOW. I have asked for but 
witness in the city. 

Mr. COVODE. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gen. 
tleman from North Carolina has brought oi. 
nesses into the committee-room without beino 
summoned at all; and we have received them and 
examined them. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes, sir; that is a subject 
which I intend discussing fully before I have done 
and I am very much obliged to the gentleman for 
calling my attention to the subject, for I had no 
reference to it upon my notes. Now, sir, so far 
as this number of thirty or forty witnesses jg 
concerned, in the case of Mr. Scranron’s dis. 
trict, the record which I have presented will show 
that I only ask for eight. And so far as the sum. 
moning of witnesses is concerned, I state that the 
records will show that, until this morning, not a 
single witness has been summoned by order of 
the committee but upon the mere will of the chair- 


& Single 


' man; and I call upon the Speaker of this House 


hereafter to refuse to issue his subpena for any 
witness until he has evidence before him that the 
committee have ordered such witness to be sum- 
moned. 

Mr. COVODE. Let me correct the gentleman, 
There never has been a motion made in commit- 
tee to summon any witness until this morning, 
when a new order of the committee was made, 

Mr. WINSLOW. There is the word of the 
chairman of the committee on one side, and the 
word of Mr. Wins.iow on the other side; let the 
country judge. I say the attention of the com- 
mittee has been repeatedly called to the fact; but 
the chairman has paid no attention to it. 

Mr. COVODE. Neither the gentleman from 
North Carolina nor any other member of the com- 
mittee has made any motion upon this subject 
until this morning. 

Mr. WINSLOW. There did not need to be 
any motion made. It has been repeatedly said 
in the committee that the chairman must not 
bring witnesses there unless the committee sanc- 
tioned it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Illinois. I have this to 
say upon thatsubject: that at different times, from 
the organization of the committee down to the 
present day, Governor Winscow has stated to the 
chairman that witnesses ought not to be subpe- 
naed there without the order or consent of the 
committee. 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of order. 
The point of order I make is, that all these allu- 
sions by gentlemen on both sides to what trans- 
pired within the committee are not competent or 

roper to be made, except in one mode, namely, 
cS the report of the cemmittee. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I agree entirely with the 
gentleman from Indiana; and he will permit me 
to say that it is not I who have first made these 
allusions; and even when the chairman has made 
them, I have declined to recriminate, except in 


| self-defense. 


‘ discriminate. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Illinois. I hope I shall 
not be interrupted until I have finished the state- 
ment I rose to make. 

Mr. PETTIT. It was in reference to the 
statement the gentleman from Illinois is now 
making that I raised the question of order. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes it is too 
late now to make the question of order. Gentle- 
men have indulged in these statements until the 
Chair hardly sees how it is proper now to stop 
them. 

Mr. PETTIT. Will the Chair permit me to 
mention that these allusions to what has trans- 
pired in the committee-room are on a wholly new 
subject, and now being made for the first time’ 
I make the point of order, not that this was nota 
question of privilege which would have been well 
taken if made when this subject was introduced 

esterday, but that to make these statements Is 4 
“a of the confidence of the committee-room 
about its business, which cannot be exposed or 
made a subject of remark here except by the 
authority of the committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is hardly able to 
It is not in order, as a general 


proposition, to refer to what has transpired in 4 


committee; but the Chair is hardly able, after this 
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jiscussion has gone on so far, to discriminate be- 
tween the statements the gentleman from Indiana 
referred to and those which others have made. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Illinois. I desire to fin- 
ish the statement which I commenced. I said 
that, from the organization of the committee, to 
the present me, Governor Wisstow has, on di- 
yers occasions, submitted to the chairman of the 
committee that witnesses ought not to be subpe- 
paed Without the matter being brought to the no- 
uce of the committee, and their permission ob- 
cained; and | have universally agreed with the 


ventieman from North Carolina upon that sub- | 


ject. 
: Mr. COVODE. Iam perfectly aware that my | 


course has been protested against, not only by 


some of my colleagues on the committee, but by | 


the President of the United States himself. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Hlinois. I have merely 
stated the fact, and that is all I rose to do. 

Mr. WINSLOW. It will be found, as my col- 


jeacue has stated, that from the institution of this | 
committee down to the present time I have been | 
endeavoring to confine the chairman, in summon- | 
ing witnesses, to those authorized by the commit- | 
tee; but I believe that, until to-day, there has not | 
been one summoned by the authority of any vote | 


of the committee. My colleague is correct in 
stating, and I have no desire to do injustice to 
him, that until to-day the question has not been 


technically stated in the committee; but he knows, | 
I presume, as every member of this House knows, | 


that no one member has the right to summon 


witnesses without the authority of the committee, | 
| merely mention the fact; and now, in teply to | 


the gentleman from Indiana, I say that 1 have 


never mentioned any testimony taken before that | 
committee. 1 think it is wrong and improper; yet | 
day after day I have seen garbled statements of | 
all the testimony that occurs having any bearing | 
rere to the Government printed in the pub- | 


ic press, studiously, persistently, and willfully 
garbled by somebody. Every particle of testi- 


mony that has been taken, not ‘favorable to the | 
Government, has gone forth in this way to the | 


publi@ but not a word of what has been given in 
evidence in defense of the Government. 
frequently been asked by gentlemen on this side 
of the House, why I do not have published por- 
tionsof the testimony of a different character from 
that which continually appears. 

A Memser. Why do you not do it? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Sir, | cannot do it. Ido not 
think it is honorable to do it. I come from North 
Carolina; from that ancient Commonwealth 


where the duties of a gentleman are known and | 


the proprieties of life are regarded; and | would 
not willingly forget the one nor infringe the other; 
and I cannot, even in defense of my friends, nor 
of the Administration, of which I am a partisan, 
infringe these proprieties. 

Mr. COVODE. I do not like to interfere with 
my friend from North Carolina, but I wish to say 


that, in many instances, | have summoned wit-- 


nesses | have not mentioned to the committee, for 
the reason that if I did, we should not get them. 
There have been instances in which, when I have 
mentioned the names of the witnesses | proposed 
to subpena, it has gone into the newspapers; and 
when the officer has come to look for them, they 
have gone out of the way. We should never get 
our witnesses if we were to pursue the course 
which the gentleman suggests. I have received 
dozens of letters giving the names of witnesses, 
Whose names would get into the newspapers, and 
who were not to be found when sent for. I could 
give the names of others, and among them quite 
a number of important witnesses who have ut- 
terly refused to obey the subpena, and yet we 
have not enforced any process against them, be- 
cause we have been averse to going into the House 
and troubling it in the matter. We have had men 
in high position come forward and deliberately 
perjure themselves before the committee. I could 
mention the name of one man, occupying a posi- 
tion of editor of an important newspaper, who has 
done this thing. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Now, Mr. Speaker, I in- 
vite the attention of the House and the country 
to the chairman of the Covode committee, the 
gentleman in whose hands has been intrusted the 
Investigation of these important matters, who not 
only summons witnesses upon his own author- 
‘ty, without cotisulting the committee, but who 





I have | 


ti : 

|| gets up here and volunteers to tell you about wit- 
|| nesses perjuring themselves, pending the investi- 
|| gation and before its determination. I ask the 


|} gentleman from Indiana why he does not rise | 


|| nowand object to the disclosure of what has taken 
| place in committee ? 
|| Mr. PETTIT. I will say to the gentleman 
|| from North Carolina that yesterday, when some 
| allusions of the same character made this morn- 
| ing were attempted to be made, the chairman of 
| the Committee of Ways and Means and others 
| on this side objected, and the objection was sus- 
tained by the Chair. That is the point of order 
1 raised, but it was overruled by the Chair. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I agree heartily with the 
gentleman from Indiana that it is a manifest im- 


Mr. PETTIT. Why, then, was it brought here? 


House. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
give his opinion about the veracity of witnesses 
who have been examined before us, until the com- 
mittee has made its report to the House? Why, 
he undertakes himself to lend himself to affect the 
character of these men. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from North Carolina to say whether we had not 
better go along with the regular business? There 
is but one sentiment on this side of the House, 
and that is this: if the gentleman from North 
farolina will say in his place that he has any 
reason to believe that any member of this House 


rupt means, I am ready, all of us are ready, to 
|| give him or any gentleman on that side a com- 
mittee of investigation. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has nothing to ask of any members of 
this House in the wayofa favor; nor will he come 


further than appears by the record. 

Mr. SHERMAN took the floor. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 1 am not to be interrupted 
any further. 


we proceed with the regular order of business. 
Mr. WINSLOW. f stand here as a member 
of that committee 
Mr. STANTON. 
[Cries of ** Order! ’’ from the Democratic benches. ] 
Mr. WINSLOW. I will listen to the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. STANTON. 
prepared to stand upon any technicality about 
this business. If the chairman of the committee, 








guilty of the use of improper means,to carry his 
election; if there has been any use of money to 
carry his election, or any fraud, it ought to be ex- 
amined, and no technicality ought to stand in the 
way ofan examination. | submit to gentlemen 
that this is a practical question. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
the chairman, or any gentleman of this House. 

Mr. STANTON. i understood the gentleman 
from North Carolina to say that he wanted wit- 
nesses summoned from the district represented 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I ask for those witnesses 


propriety and breach of the decorum of the House. | 


owes his election, directly or indirectly, to cor- | 


| against an officer of the 


forward to say what he wants of these witnesses, | 
e ’ 


ir. SHERMAN. I desire only to suggest that || 
Permit me to say a word. | 


I desire to say that Iam not | 


or if anybody in his district for him, has been | 


make no charge against | 


upon no technicality, or any favor shown by the | 


Republican party. 1 ask for them as a matter of 
justice. Let the country see whether what I ask 
will be granted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman think 
that it is practicable at all for the House to con- 
trol any of its committees in the summoning and 
examination of witnesses ? 


Mr. WINSLOW. I say, when acase is shown | 


to the House of a persistent refusal or neglect to 
summon withesses asked for by a member of a 
committee, it is the duty of the House to give that 


member the power to have his witnesses sum- | 


raoned. How otherwise could a committee get 


on? Suppose you had a committee of five mem- | 


bers, and on it there were three contumacious per- 
sons who would summon no one: what could the 


minority of the committee do bat appeal to the | 


House? I think that I can show the record against 
my friend from Ohio. If I had time, 1 could show 
where he voted on that side of the question; and 


with him. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| from Pennsylvania to order. 


Mr. WINSLOW. " Let the chairman answer. || 
[t is a manifest breach of the decorum of the | 
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committee whether he has any letter—— [Cries 
of ** Order !”” 

_ Mr. BONHAM. I object to’ the gentleman 
from North Carolina being interrupted, 


_ Mr. COVODE. I want to ask my colleague 
in the committee whether he has any letter 


Mr. RUFFIN. Lobject. Teall the gentleman 





Mr. COVODE. I have the right to ask the 
gentleman a question, if he consents. 

Mr. RONHAM. He has himself desired not 
to be interrupted further. 

Mr. COVODE. Thatis enough, then. If that 
had been said so I could have heard it, [ would 
not have endeavored to put my question, and 
there would have been no necessity for so much 
noise on the other side, 

Mr. WINSLOW. I have said that, during this 
discussion, | have not referred to the testimony 
taken before the committee. 1 am compelled to 
refer to it now in one particular instance, in jus- 


| tice to an individual whose name has been brought 
| before the House by the chairman. That was 


| personally. 








where also the chairman of the committee voted || 


another very grossimpropriety. I do not use the 
language in an offensive sense. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has thought proper to come 
here and read letters which are in the custody of 
the committee, and which attack the character of 
an officer of thisGovernment. I understand Mr. 
Hart, the surveyor of the port of New York, to 
be a gentleman of character—I do not know him 
The chairman has brought these let- 
ters here without the consent of the committee, 
and had them read by the Clerk, and put upon 
the pages of your official paper. These charges 
overnment have gone 
out without any explanation whatever; and, sir, 
the chawman made these charges when he knew 
that I had in my possession a letter from that 
officer denying the charges made against him. 

Mr. COVODE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make a statement? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Certainly. 

Mr. COVODE. Since it was ascertained that 
we were not punishing men in high positions, the 
gentleman referred to has returned from Europe, 
and written a letter to my honorable colleague on 
the committee, stating that he was ready to come 
here. 


Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman kindly states 


| that to-day when I bring the fact to the attention 


of the country. He neglected it yesterday, when 
he did this officer a gross injustice, 

Mr. COVODE. I stated yesterday that Mr. 
Hart had returned from Europe. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I wish to comment on that 
matter. The chairman read, yesterday, a letter 
signed by a Mr. Dunham, if there really be any 
suchaman. Whether thereis any such person I do 
not know. The chairman himself, for a month, 
thought this whole matter a hoax. I thought so 
then, and I am still inclined to so think. I am 
curious to have the matter investigated. The 
letter purporting to have been written by a Mr. 
Dunham, came in an anonymous letter, without 
a statement as to how the anonymous writer ob- 
tained possession of that letter. He said that he 
did not put his name to his communication be-~ 
cause it would be fatal to him in some respects. 
How he got possession of Dunham’s letter 1 do 
not know. In that letter is this remarkable pas- 
sage: he says that he understands that nae 
tleman, Mr. Emanuei B. Hart, surveyor of the 
port of New York, is about going to Europe, and 
that he has taken passage in the Fulton. He 
says, too, that the step will excite suspicion in 
the country. Then Dunham goes on to state that 
he will follow on the 26th proximo—I think the 
26th of April. 

When the chairman received that letter, he 
brought it to me, and said that he was afraid that it 
was a hoax. He told me that he did not want to 
be placed in a ridiculous position; and that he 
would not pursue the matter until he was assured 
the charge was bona fide made. I agreed with 


‘| him; for | would not be a party to hoaxing the 


chairman of the committee. I read the Dunham 
letter over two or three times attentively, in order 
to fix itinmy memory; and I wrote a letter to a 
friend of mine in New York, reciting that letter, 
and asking my friend to find out all he could in the 
matter. IT was as much determined as the chair- 


‘| man to ferret out frauds, if there were any. The 


Mr. COVODE. 1 ask my colleague on the || reply of my friend was, that he had searched the 
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city through, and that he could find no law firm 
such as Dunham & Bishop. He said that there 
might be such & firm in New York; but if there 
was any such firm, it must be an obscure one. 
My friend said that, very strangely, Mr. Hart left 
on the 31st, whereas this letter was written on the 
llth or 12th, and the writer was to follow on the 
26th. The seeming discrepancy J do not know 
how to reconcile, 
partment immediately, to know what Was the 
occasion of Mr. Hart’s going to Europe. 

Mr. COVODE. It is all right—the Fulton went 
out on the day stated. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I cannot be interrupted. 
After I have done with this matter, the gentleman 
can say what he wishes. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yesterday sported with the charac- 
ter of the surveyor of the port of New York, on 
the ex parte statement made in the letter, which he 
is net sure is not a hoax. He stated that Mr. 
Hart went over to Europe to get married, and 
other things of that sort, which excited laughter 
on the other side, at the refined wit of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Ll applied to the Sceretary of the Treasury to 
know what was the occasion of Mr. Hart’s visit 
to Europe. 


detecting frauds by reason of false invoices; and 
that as soon as he had fulfilled the object of his 
mission he would return. He took occasion to 
state that he believed Mr. Hart to be one of the 
most honest and incorruptible officers of the Gov- 
ernment, He is surveyor of the port of New 
York, and handles none of the revenue of the 
Government. On his return from Europe he 
heard of these charges, and immediately wrote 
to me; and | ask, in justice to him, that the letter 
be read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

Custom-lIlouse, New York, 
Scrvevor’s Orrice, (27 anp 29 Pine STREET,) 
May 21, 1860. 

Dear Sin: Since my return from Europe, (on Saturday 
last,) | have been informed by Hon. Augustus Schell that 
a letter is in possession of the * investigating committee,”’ 
of which Lon. Mr. Covope is chairman; in which letter I 
am some way implicated or connected with the matter 
which that committee have under consideration. 

i take this eurly opportunity of advising you of my re- 
turn, and to express my desire that | may be summoned 
before that committee in order that | may have the oppor 
tunity to exonerate myself; and, so far as | am connected 
with the Administration, from any imputation which the 
said letter may contain, 

Very truly, yours, E. B. HART. 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
gentleman, I desire to ask him a question. The 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Covope] had a 
letter read yesterday which reflected upon Mr. 
Hart, and he made no mention of this exculpating 
and very manly letter; and I take it for granted 
that he could not have known of its existence. It 
would have been very dishonorable to have that 
letter read if the chairman knew of the existence 
of this letter. Now, | desire my friend from 


North Carolina to siate whether the chairman of 


that committee knew of the existence ef this let- 
ter from Mr. Hart? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think I showed the letter 
to the chairman on the very day that it was re- 
ceived. I think it was dated the 2ist of May; 
and at the next meeting of the committee, the day 
following, | think—for we had a meeting every 
day—I showed it to the chairman of the commit- 
tee, as additional proof that, in my judgment, this 
whole matter was a hoax. If there is anything 


I applied to the Treasury De- | 


| it to bea most excellent play, that it is an extrav- || 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


In order that this matter may be properly placed 


| before the House and the country, I may be al- 


lowed, I think, to comment for one moment upon 


| the intrinsic evidence which the letter itself fur- 


nishes. My friend from Pennsylvania never 


should have allowed himself for one instant to | 


Here 


have been deceived by such trash as this. 


| is a gentleman who professes, over the signature 


| brated George H. Sanders, of America? 


of Charles A. Dunham, to send his love by Hart 
to Sanders & Cobbett. His love across the At- 
lantic ocean to whom? To Sanders. What 
Sanders? The Sanders of London, or the cele- 
And to 


| Cobbett—Cobbett of the English Government; 


the great English reformer, with whom, forsooth, 


| Mr. Dunham is upon such terms of intimacy that 


He told me that Mr. Hart was sent || 
to Europe by the Government for the purpose of 


he sends, by Hart, his love to him, as he sits over 
his coffee at St. James. [Laughter.] 

Again, he says: 

“The part I have played has been seemingiy so humble 
and insignificant that no one would think of calling me be- 
fore the reformers.”’ 

The reformers! the Covode committee reform- 
ers! [Laughter.] Will not the world pronounce 


agant ** sell,’’ and that no true man could con- 
found for an instant the Covode committee with 


| the reformers of political abuses in the Govern- 
| ment? 


serious in it, | should be the first one to investi- | 


gate it. 
from New York who knows Mr. Hart better than 
Ido. Ido not know that I ever saw him; but 
the character I get of him is that he is a very 


There is upon this floor a gentleman | 


pradent individual, and an honest, incorruptible | 


man, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My friend from 
North Carolina will, I hope, allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment in reference to the imputa- 
tion which seems to be made upon the character 


and posiuon of Emanue! B. Hart. I beg leave to | 


say one word in that regard, without desiring to 
detain the House. He—a gentleman whom I have 
known these many years, whose reputation is 
commensurate with the city where he resides and 
the political party with Which he acts—stands 
above suspicion, and especially aboyg the suspi- 
cion of that character which the acts*imputed to 
him here would seem to indicate. 


Again, he proceeds: 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


** Should there be any danger, Dan will post me in time | 


to enable me to take a short trip for my health.’’ e 
Post me mtime! We learn the point of the pro- 


| 


posed departure of this epistolary invalid upon his | 


travels; but where is he to be posted to? I cannot 
conceive, unless, with Judean partiality, from Dan 


| he would proceed to Beersheba; or, perhaps, more 


like the veriest Gentile of us all, he would rejoice 
himself with interoceanic gales, and search in hot 
haste, but with anxious face, through all the 
**merrie England,’’ for ‘the stricken Hart.” 
{Laughter.] 

Sir, this veritable letter furnishes but one evi- 
dence to an arguing mind of its genuineness. 


All the rest is covered over with the evidence of | 
But here, in this | 
single instance, authenticated by his sign manual, | 


spuriousness and invention. 


| with an amazing spontaneity of purpose, this re- 
| markable letter writer says: 





| more to make. 


** A pleasant voyage to you, and confusion to Covope & 
Co. is the wish of your friend.’ 


However counterfeited all else, this is evidently | 


the genuine expression of an honest heart. Con- 
fusion to Covope & Co.!~ No hesitation arrests 
us, no doubt retards; but this ** one touch of na- 





ture that makes the whole world kin,’’ removes | 


the cruel barrier of suspicion, and inclines us all 
to believe him a real man who invokes confusion 
upon Covope & Co. [Laughter.] 

Sir, to us, the world, ever will there be a 
shadow resting upon the identity of this effective 
author; with his friends and intimates, however, 


| he doubtless will remainas now, Charles A. Dun- | 


ham; bat to my innocent friend from Pennsylva- 


nia, the energetic chairman of the Covode com- | 


mittee, (Mr. Covopg,] [ submit it to the House, 
his name must now and hereafter be, Done ’em 
Brown. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WINSLOW. [have but a few remarks 
The gentleman from Masssachu- 
setts [Mr. Tratn] referred to the language which 
I used yesterday in reference to the position he 
took on the subject of these subpenas. He says 
I charged him with being a partisan. I had no 


such intention, at least in any offensive sense. I | 


have before me the language I used, and it is as 
follows: 

* This is treating the subject not as an examination bya 
committee of the House of Representatives, but by parti- 
sans, and giving it what I conceive to be a partisan col- 
oring.’’ . 

{ meant it in no spirit of offense, for | am inca- 
pable of such a feeling towards that gentleman. 


One other observation: I said 1 wanted these | 


subpenas for the purpose of defending my polit- 
ical friends from charges brought against them, 
and for the purpose of ventilating these frauds in 
elections, whieh the House charged us to inquire 
into, and these witnesses are peculiarly import- 
ant in a case like this, where the resolution of the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Covopg} is | 


like a drag-net, to catch whatever fish he can, in 
every filthy pool throughout the country, for the 


purpose of connecting the President or the United 


Dean er 
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States with these corruptions, and when, in aid 


| of that drag-net concern, all sort of things hay, 


been resorted to. Even a Senator of the United 
States has been brought up and sworn, and asked 
if he had not had a private conversation with the 
President upon the subject; and even the Pregj. 
dent’s constitutional advisers, with whom hp 
should consult upon all important matters, hay» 


_ been brought up. They have thrown their lines 








| M 


sometimes in pleasant places, and sometimes jy 
foul and corrupt places. Persons standing in coy. 
fidential relations to the President, and persons 
professedly hostile to him, had questions put to 
them for the purpose of fishing out something to 
bear upon this case, and affect his honorand char. 
acter. 

The chairman, in his remarks yesterday, saiq 
there had been given before the committee test). 
mony sufficient to damn oe Administration. Sir, 
the tesumony in regard to the Post Office blanks jg 
before you. You have had an elaborate report of 
the testimony made by two committees of this 
House and one in the Senate. It will be a subject 
to comment upon when the Covode committee ro. 
ports, for the fourth time. In addition to this 
say it upon my responsibility—that nota tittle of 
evidence has been given to affect, in any the slight. 


| estdegree, the honor of the President; and I rejoice 


atit,as all good men ought to rejoice, for the 
character of our great men is the property of the 
whole country. 
I have said all this in the spirit of kindness, 
feelings towards the chairman are friendly, 
I do not wish to censure him here or before the 
country; but I want the subpenas, and I ought to 
have them. Iam incapable of doing him injus- 
tice; I am incapable of doing a dumb brute in- 
justice or using him cruelly. 
“Tf Thad a donkey wot wouldn’t go, 
Do you think I would wollop him? 
I call the previous question. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the whole sub- 
ject be laid on the table, renewing, at the same 
time, the offer | made before. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
I want to see who are afraid of this investiga- 
tion. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Have I leave to reply to 
an observation made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama out of order? I ask unanimous consent to 


No, no, no!” 


reply to that observation. 


Mr. HOUSTON. So far as I am concerned, 
the gentleman may reply. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. WhenI rose, Mr. Speaker, 
to move to lay the whole subject on the table, | 
refrained from saying a single word, because | 
knew that to do so would be out of order. But 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] puts 
in this remark, that he wanted to see who were 
afraid of investigation. Now, let me repeat over 
again that every gentleman on this side of the 
House is willing that the committee shall investi- 
gate the conduct of everybody on this side, aud 
the election of every member on this side, if any 
gentleman on the other side will only get Op in 
his place and say that he wishes such an investi- 
gation. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I should like to say a word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield till I get 
through. I repeat, that if any gentleman on that 
side of the House will rise in his place and say 
that the election of any member on this side was 
controlled, directly or indirectly, by fraud, we 
will give a committee to investigate it in the most 
ample, fair, and manly way. ut the remark ot 
the gentleman from Alabama imputes to us a de- 
sire to evade investigation. Mr. Speaker, we do 
not. The chairman of the committee now called 
in question has stated that he was willing to 
summon two or three witnesses on each point and 
subject that the gentleman from North Carolina 
wished to inquire about. It seems to me that 
that was sufficient; for if that investigation should 
disclose matter sufficient to authorize a further 
investigation, it could be pursued, But the idea 
that the minority of a committee may come !n at 
any time, and raise a pretended question of priv- 
ilege—because it is no question of privilege at al! 
—and then insist on occupying the time of the 
House, to decide whether or not a committee ol 
the House should subpena this man or that man, 
is contrary to the rules of the House. If such 4 
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such a thing to be done, day after day, there 
would be an end of the legitimate business of the 


House. 


business of that committee before a final report, 


other committees might come and do the same. 
A majority of the committee must decide the mat- | 
ter; and a minority of the committee has no right 


to bring it before the House till the report is made. 

Then it would be a proper matter for comment. 
I say again, that if gentlemen on the other side 

desire to investigate the election of Mr. Scranton, 


or any other on this side, let them say so, and | 


they can have the investigation, 

Mr. COVODE. Iwill say to the gentleman 
that no such charge has ever been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thank the House for its 
courtesy. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The committees of the House, 
Mr. Speaker, are the creatures of the House. 
They act under its direction, and by its authority. 


The House has aright, whenever regularly called | 


upon, to interpose and supervise the action of its 


committees, and to correct them if they do wrong. | 


As to how the House should get information in 
regard to, the action of the committees, that is an- 
other matter about which I need not speak. This 
information is before us. Being before us, we 
have no cause to inquire how it gothere, but have 
to act upon it as it Is. 

Now, sir, what is the question on which 
we are called to act? 


may say months, in taking testimony designed to 


implicate and criminate the principal executive | 


oficers of the country. As I understand, not one 


witness has been summoned to explain or rebut | 


that testimony. 
Mr. COVODE. 


Oh, yes; a good many. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 


I state it, as my understand- 


ing of the matter, that this committee has been | 


engaged weeks and months in attempting to con- 
vict and criminate the Administration, and the 
gentlemen on the committee who wish for fair 
play have been compelled to come to the House 
and ask it to compel the committee to allow them 


-achance to bring forward rebutting testimony 


Now, sir, see how the matterappears. Here we 
are within two weeks of the end of the session, 
according to the resolution of this House. When 
the end of the session comes, this testimony is to 
go before the country. In the fall of the year 


we are to have a presidential election, and this | 


ex parte, one-sided testimony—without anything 
being introduced in behalf of the minority—is to 
be used to poison and prejudice the public mind. 

[appeal to the judgment and the verdict of the 
public in iaeed to this matter, and [ ask what 
faith is to be given, what weight to be attached, 
to an investigation conducted under such circum- 
stances as these? And, sir, when the minority 
of the committee has been compelled to come be- 
fore this House to ask its interposition to enable 
them to get some testimony on Vehalf of these ac- 
cused parties, the gentleman from Ohio rises and 
moves to lay the whole subject on the table; and 
all for the dispatch of business! 

Mr.COVODE. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me to correct him in one mistake? 
He stated that there were no witnesses brought 
before the committee to rebut the testimony. 1 
will say that there have been a number—among 
them the Attorney General. The Attorney Gen- 
eral was before the committee this very day. 

af POCOCK. Who summoned him; and for 
What? 

Mr.COVODE. We have allowed my worthy 
colleague [Mr. Wixstow] to invite witnesse~ to 
come whenever he thought proper. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. I understand from 
thy colleague that all the witnesses have been 
summoned by you, and with a view to find out 
something against the Administration; that you 
have been prying into the secrets of Cabinet coun- 
cils and into private conversations witfi the Presi- 
dent; and that all that your worthy colleague 


ad the power te do was to cross-examine your 
witnesses, . 


Mr. COVODE. My colleague will tell you that 
Wwe allowed him to subpena witnesses. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I do not know any wit- 
nesses that I brought except Mr. Horace F. 


our wor- 


This famous committee, | 
raised on motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania, [Mr. Covope,] has been engaged weeks, | | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


|| Crarg, who did me the favor to come here with- | 


iI 


The effect of it would be, if we allowed | 
the minority of this committee to come before the | 
House and ask the judgment of the House on the || 











| of the paren implicated. 


alluded to in the previous testimony. 
Mr. COVODE. The gentleman has brought 
Mr. Martin and Judge Black. 


out subpena, and he came because he had been | 


Mr. WINSLOW. Judge Black had been sum- | 


moned by the committee, and I afterwards got him 
back to cross-examine him. Mr. Martin I did 


Mr.COVODE. Have I refused to summon one 
of the set? That is the proper question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
Honse is based on your refusal, and how is that 
received? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Susr- 
MAN] moves to lay the whole subject on the table; 
and on the ground thatit is necessary for the dis- 
a of public business. Why, sir, we are paid 

y the year. We have the year before us. And 
are we to be told that the committee is to crimin- 


; Summon. 


ate public officers, and seek to carry elections by | 


ex parte and one-sided testimony, and that we are 
to be cut off from an examination in defense of 


accused persons, because, forsooth, an adjourn- || 
ment, fixed by ourselves, presses upon our heels? |} 


Why did the committee refuse to summon these 
witnesses? Examine their pretext. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Co- 
vopE] moved fora committee to inquire into the 
use of money in the Pennsylvaniaelections; what 
amount was there used; by whom and by whose 
authority it was done; and to report the names 
That committee was 
charged to inquire ‘‘in what districts’’ the money 
was expended. And what does he allege now as 
a reason why he has not had these witnesses sum- 
moned ? 
the Government. 
that did not criminate the Government. 
come before the House, and gone before the coun- 


try, declaring that he wished to investigate into 


the whole subject of the use of money, especially 
in the Pennsylvania elections. The resolution 
under which he was appointed refers in terms as 
much to the congressional as to the presidential 
election. Now, he comes and says that he wants 
no witnesses who may not be supposed from their 
position to be able to prove something against the 
Government. A suggestion has been made to 
the committee that a member of this House 


(against whom [am not here to impute anything) | 


owes his election to the improper use of money, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will have 
nothing to do with it, because it does not apply 
to the Government. He wants to find out where 
wrong was, provided that wrong was on the part 
of the adverse party. 

Mr. COVODE, 1 say that no such charge has 
been made against any member of the House. 
My colleague capleaneh sees no such charge had 
been made against anybody. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 said a suggestion to that ef- 
fect had been made. I did not designate it as a 
charge. We are now kindly and graciously told 
by the gentlemen from Ohio—we are told in a most 
kind and liberal and patronizing manner—that if 
any member will get up here, and say he has rea- 
son to believe that Mr, Scranton was improperly 
elected, he will giveus acommittee. Indeed, sir! 
Then he admits that he has done wrong. Hecries 
peccavi! When the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia came with his drag-net resolution, he did not 
pretend to say that he vouched for one word of 
the sweeping assertion. He did not pretend to 
say that S had any good reason to believe that wey 
wrong had been done or any corruption practiced. 
It was a case peculiarly requiring sonre sponsor. 
We, on the contrary, called upon him to state 
whether he had any such good reason, and he was 
mum; he said nothing. Yes, either then or sub- 
scqueni'v, he said the President had, in a letter, 
complainea “bout the use of money, and he wished 
to see which side had used the money; that is to 
say, he wished to prove that the party opposed 
to himself [Mr. Coyopr] had used money, and 
if he could not prove that, he did not want to 
prove anything. 

But the gentleman from Ohio tells us now that, 
if anybody on this side of the House will get up 
and say that he has good reason to believe that 
Mr. Scranton, or anybody else, has been elected 
improperly, he will vote us a committee. Yes, 
sir; these Covode resolutions, to inquire into 
everything; to sweep the whole face oi the earth 
with drag-nets; to question every sort of witness 


Because they were not connected with | 


The motion now before the || 


| 


Then, sir, he wanted nothing || 


He has || 
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that may be brought before the committee; un- 
successful bidders for contracts: disappointed 
office seekers; bitter political adversaries; those 

| that have been pique by fancied inattention of 
any sort; every person with fancy to imagine or 
malignity to invent anything against the Admin- 
istration—these resolutions were passed without 
any vouchers for the probable truth of a single 
charge set forth inthem. But when itis proposed 
to look into the actings and doings of men on their 
side, then they want some responsible man to get 
up and say that he has good reason to believe the 
| charges. They will then give us a new commit- 
tee. Why have a new committee, when this very 
committee has a right to inquire into this whole 
subject?) The resolutions under which the com- 
| mittee was appointed do not say that the commit- 
tee shall examine into the use of money in the 
| presidential election, or by Democrats alone. 
| ‘The last resolution gives to the committee the 
| right to examine into the use of money in all 
| elections, and by any and everbod y—members of 
Congress as well as members of the Executive 
Departments. But most of the members of Con- 
| gress from that State are of the other party, and 
therefore it would perhaps be well, in thes opin- 
| ion of those gentlemen, to restrict the operations of 
| this resolution to members of the executive; and 
so now when within two weeks of the end of the 
session, upon suggestion made, we wish to look 
| into the case of members of Congress on their side, 
| they require a responsible voucher for the prob- 
| able truth of the charge, and then they will or- 
| ganize a new committee for this investigation, 
| Here is the fairness with which we are treated! 
| Let it go before the country. This Covode com- 
mittee will be up again and again. We expect 
to meet it at every turn. Come when it will, I 
| am sure it willcome in a most questionable shape; 
and we will question it most strictly and sicaul f. 
1 think myself—I humbly submit it—that the 
very best thing the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
could do, under all the circumstances, would be 
to ask the House to discharge him and his com- 
mittee. I know he has a difficult path to pursue. 
It could not, under the circumstances, be other- 
wise. He has gone out on a crusade against char- 
acter and reputation; and whenever a man enters 
on such a crusade as he has now engaged in, he 
must take the chances. In other words, he must 
run the gauntlet. He may decline my advice and 
resolve to go on. If so, we tell him plainly where 
we stand. We do not stand here to represent the 
Administration specially, or the exclusive inter- 
ests of any particular political party, but we do 
stand here in the name of the people, to see that 
equal and exact justice is done to all. Gentlemen 
upon the other side have us in their power, Itis 
glorious to have a giant’s power, but not always 
glorious to use it asa giant. They have us in 
their power, and may be disposed to use their 
power. We have one resort left. We appeal to 
the country. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. It was my mis- 
fortune 
Mr. WINSLOW. Before the gentleman from 
Maine proceeds, I desire, as an act of justice to 
Mr. Hart, to have read a letter from the ‘Treasury 
Department, which I sent for, and which has just 
been sent to me. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


Treasury Department, June 2, 1860. 

Sir: I inclose you, in reply to your note of this date, a 
copy of an unoffictal letter trom the collector of customs at 
New York, which will inform you of the causes which in- 
duced the Department to send Mr. Hart to Europe. 

As the investigation is still in progress, you will perceive 
at once the propriety of alluding to the matter only in gen- 
eral terms, as any publicity given of the special cases in- 
volved might lead to the withholding or suppression of im- 
portant evidence. 

I am, very respectfully, P. CLAYTON, 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Warren Winstow, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I have here a letter, sent 
to me from the Treasury Department, which con- 
tains full confirmation of the statement that this 

entleman went to Europe on most important 

usiness; but on reading the letter, I fully coneur 
with the Acting Secretary, that it is not compat- 
ible with the public interests to have it placed in 
a position where it will get to the press of the 
country. Does the gentleman from Maine desire 
to address the House? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 








I understand 


that there is a motion pending to lay the resolu- 





tion on the table. I was going to say that it was 
my misfortune—— 

Mr. WRIGHT. I object to debate, unless the 
question is to be open for debate on both sides. 
The previous guestion has been called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers ail de- 
bate out of order; it has been acquiesced in by 
common consent only. If objection is now made, 
it must be stopped. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We upon this side of the 
House have no objection to open this question for 
general debate. ‘We desire it. We want to de- 
bate the subject. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I insist on the point of order, 
unless the previous question is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. DELANO. I object to all debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is there any objection to 
opening the subject for general debate ? 

Mr. DELANO. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very well. 


THE CONGRESSION 


Mr. STRATTON said his colleague, Mr. Nixon, | 
had paired with Mr. Scorr. 
Mr. VAN WYCK stated that Mr. Bassitrr 
was detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. ASHMORE said that if he had not been | 
paired he would have voted “ay.” 
Mr. BURNETT, not being within the bar when | 
| 


| his name was called, asked and obtained permis- 


_announced, Mr. Smirn, of Virginia, was paired 


Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion to | 


ot 
lay on the table, and move the previous question 
on the ao of the resolution. 


TheSPEAKER. The previous question has || 


been demanded by the gentleman from North | 
Carolina. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I want to ask || 


the gentleman from North Carolina one question 
before I vote. I want to know if the witnesses 
ennumerated in that list, and whose presence he | 
desires, are to be examined in connection with 
matters developed by this investigation and on 
matters pertinent to that inquiry? 

Mr. WiNSLOW. Lam under the impression 
that they will be material witnesses in matters 
which have already been before the committee; 
but they are material also as to the second reso- 
lution, which covers them entirely. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ooldeel to be put. 


Mr. GARTRELL. I call for the yeas and nays || 


on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope the | 
gentleman will withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays. I believe every gentleman on this side of 
the House will vote for the resolution. 

Mr. GARTRELL. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and I ask that the roll may be | 
called. 


} 
} 
| 


| 


| gentleman objected to it, but was about to with- 


| upon route No. 3503, from New Orleans to Ke 


The qyestion was taken; and it was decided in |! 


the affirmative—yeas 165, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Charlies F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alien, Alley, Ashley, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, | 
Bingham, Biake, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligay, 
Boyer, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, 
Burch, Burlingaine, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey. Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clopton, John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, James 
Craig, Burtoa Craige, Crawlord, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, 
Ii. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, English, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
Frank, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, 
Hale, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John ‘TI’. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Houston, William How 
ard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Irvine, Jack- 
son, Jones, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Kunkel, Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Love, 
Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McKnight, McPherson, Mc 
Queen, Miles, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Noell, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robin 
son, Koyee, Ruffin, Rust, Schwartz, Sherman, Sickles, 
Simms, Singleton, William N. U. Smith, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stevens, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Theaker, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Ewihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washbura, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Windom, | 
Winslow, Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright--165. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charics D. Martin, Millson, Reynolds, 
and Stanton—, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. CAMPBELL stated that he had paired off 
for to-day with Mr. Smirn,of Virginia, but he | 
supposed there would be no objection on the part 


of gentlemen on the other side to his voting in 
the affirmative on this resolution. 


ti 
Several Democratic Mempens. No objection. | 
| 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I then vote “ay.” 

Mr. FRENCH stated that he had paired off | 
with Mr. Cons for to-day. 

Mr. HAWKINS said he had pair€ with Mr. | 
Sepewicx, 


| conveying the mail by sea between 


_ explanatory, in part, of the difficulty he experi- | 
_ enced in organizing the means to carry his con- 


and in his efforts to obtain steamships suitable 


j voted “ec ay.” 


| reports. 


| W. House and Samuel O. House, sureties, from 


sion to vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. WALTON said Mr. Tappan had paired 
for the day with Mr. Krirr. 

Mr. THOMAS said that, as had been already 


with Mr. Camppery. The latter has, by permis- 
sion, voted; but he wished to call attention to the | 


facts, to explain the absence of the gentleman from || 


Virvinia. 
Mr. HOLMAN said that, if he had been within 
the bar when his name was called, he would have 


‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I call for the regular order 
of business, which is the call of committees for 


SCOTT & HOUSE. 


Mr. HAWKINS. lIask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar from | 
the further consideration of the bill of the Senate 
No. 22, for the relief of John Scott and Hill W. 
House. I ask the House to grant consent to con- 
sider this bill out of its order, because of the pe- 
culiar, intrinsic equity contained in it. I will 
state, further, that this bill has passed the Senate 
three times, and has been three times favorably 
reported on in this House. In fact, two or three 
weeks ago it virtually passed this House. One 





draw his objection, when, on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, the committee rose, and the | 
bill has not again been reached. 

The bill releases John Scott, principal, and Hill 


a judgment recovered against them by the United 
States, on the 4th of April, 1855, in the district | 
court for the northern district of Florida, upon a 
contract awarded to Scott for carrying the mail | 





West, from the 15th of January, 1853, to the 30th | 
of June, 1855. 
From the report it appears that, in 1852, an 
advertisement was issued inviting proposals for 
New Orleans | 
and Key West,and that the contract was awarded 
to Scott for the sum of $20,000" The route was 


a new one, and never having been in operation, | 
|| it was difficult to estimate the worth of the ser- 
| vice; and the sum proposed by Scott proved, by 


the subsequent experience of the Department, to 
be venby- lens than was necessary for the support | 
of the route. ‘This fact, however, is not adverted 
to as a basis for the relief of ees butas | 


tract into effect as promptly as might otherwise 
have been practicable. Immediately upon being 
informed that the contract was awarded him, he 
proceeded diligently to prepare for its execution, 


for the purpose, he visited New Orleans, and all 
the principal northern cities as far as Portland. 
Finding it impossible to obtain suitable steamers 
at any reasonable price, and the limited interval 
for commencing service not affording time to build | 
them, he applied for and obtained an extension 


of time until the Ist of March. He alleges, fur- || 


ther, that having been unfortunately taken sick 
at Washington, he was unable to continue his 
efforts, and did not succeed in effecting an arrange- 
ment for a suitable steamer until the middle of 





| March, when he arranged with Captain Mont- 


gomery, who hada new steamer nearly completed 
at Baltimore, and informed the Department of the | 
arrangement, and that the service would be com- 
menced in five weeks. 
Before the expiration of that time, the Depart- | 
ment gave the contract to Samuel S. Green, for 
$26,000 per annum, and instituted a suit against 
the petitioner for dam , which suit resulted in 
the judgment from which he seeks relief. The 
contract was made December 9, 1852, and re- | 
quired the commencement of service on the 15th | 





of January following, an interval of only five 
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June 2. 
| weeks. The petitioner appears to have em 
that very brief time diligently in the ende 
obtain a suitable steamer, and having 
tained an extension of six weeks mo 
the mean while, being prostrated by sickness. hp 
| was disabled from pursuing his object, and did 
| not effect an arrangement until a few days after 
the expiration of the time. Upon an investica. 
| tion of the history of the service since that time 
| it appears that no real damage was caused to the 
Government, for the price at which the contract 
| was awarded would have been totally insufficient 
to sustain the service. 
It seems that the contract was transferred, first 
| to James C. Green, for $26,000 per annum, who’ 
after performing the services very irregularly for 
| afew months, failed, and it was relet to W. C 
| Templeton for $42,000, who also performed the 
| service very irregularly; that it was afterwards 
| let to E. G. Rogers & Co., for $41,800, who also 
| failed; and the contract was successively refused 
by two parties at $48,000; that it was then let to 
| J. M. Howell & Co., for $70,000, who likewise 
failed to put the service in operation; afterwards to 
John B. Camden atthe same rate, who failed; ang 
finally to the present contractors for $70,000, and 
no damages have been sought against either of 
these other parties. Taking into view that the 
route was a new one, and that it was therefore 
difficult to estimate the proper value of the service; 
that the petitioner proceeded in perfect good faith, 
and with great activity and devotion, and ata 
good deal of personal expense, to give effect to his 
| engagement; and that his failure to commence the 
service within the brief time allotted was owing 
to a providential visitation, which prostrated him 
with sickness in the midst of his efforts, and that 
he had, in fact, notified the Department of his 
having made suitable arrangements before the 
contract was transferred to Green; and consider- 
ing, further, that the experience of the service has 
| demonstrated that it was not possible to be per- 
formed for any sum approaching that at which 
the contract was awarded; and that no damages 
have been sought against any of the subsequent 
| failing contractors, the committee have deemed it 
| a suitable case for the application of a just public 
| clemency, and accordingly recommend a remis- 
sion of the penalty recovered against the petitioner. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up, ordered to a third reading, and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. HAWKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ployed 
avor to 
failed, ob. 
re; but, in 








HOLMES & PEDRICK. 


Mr. GOOCH. I ask the consent of the House 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar from the further consider- 
ation of House bill No. 423, for the relief of Philip 
B. Holmes and William Pedrick; and if the House 
| will allow me, I will briefly state the nature of 
| the bill. 

The House the other day passed a bill grant- 
ing toa Mr. Kent, a gentleman connected with 
the Mint in Philadelphia, some twenty thousand 
dollars for having made an invention that saved 
the Government some money in comection with 
the Mint. 
| In this case two mechanics were employed in 
the Charlestown navy-yard to cut hides into 
| strands for the purpose of making rope. They 
| believed that if a machine could be invented for 
cutting the hides a great saving would be effected 
for the Government. By working nights and 
leisure hours they succeeded in getting up a ma- 
| chine which answered perfectly the purpose of 
cutting the hides. They reported to the super- 
intendent, who found that the machine would 
effect a great saving fortheGovernment. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman insists 
| on discussing the bill, 1 shall object. 
| Mr. GOOCH. [am not discussing it. I am 
merely statigg the circumstances and facts. They 
applied to the Patent Office for a patent, and ob- 
‘tained one. The machine has been continued in 
| use in the Charlestown navy-yard until tliis day, 
and has saved to the Government, it is said, from 
fifty to one hundred thousand dollars. But these 
mechanics have never realized one dollar from 
| their patent, for the reason that the Charlestown 
| navy-yard is the only locality in the United States 
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